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INTRODUCTION 


The runaway youth phenomenon is not unigue to the 

1970° S. American society has always had youth who run 
- away from home for a variety of- reagons. Some of the 

' most. well known popularized examples of such youth are 
Huckleberry Finn and Tom Sawyer in frontier Missouri, 
the wandering groups of transient ‘boys of the depres- 


sion years, and the hippies or "flower children" of the 
late 1960's. 


“Because of the marked increase in the Aunbar of a 
runaway youth in the 1968 to 1972 period as well as the 
‘increased interest of many individuals. in helping these 
youth, recent legislation authorizes the Department of 
Health, Education and Welfare — to. spend several million_ 
dollars for three consecutive years on local services to. 
“runaways. Before-policies towards runa ways at. any.level - - 

of opération--federal, state,\local, individual--can be. 
optimally formulated, it is désirable to havea full ac- 


- count of all that is known at this time- about runaway 
youth. a o. 


4 


Ne 


In. general, the major questions that need to be. -ad~ 
: dressed are the following: . oe ~ 


\ \ . ~ 
‘ 


™~,, 


mt 
— 


es (1) Who are runaways?) How is"' "runaway" best defined? 


(2) What is ‘the ‘inci@enée (i. Ses ‘rate of occurence) . 
ie . of running away? 


oe What are the’ ‘prédi posing. factors which lead to, 
ee panes away?. 
av What- ‘services are availabte- ‘for runaway - youth 


Ki and: their families? Of these, which are effeéc-': 
ror A tive? = _ Se 
(5) What are the various ele teuane towards running 
' "" \ away in American society?. Within the context of: 
the differing approaches ‘toi-the: phenomenon, what 
are the most desirable: policies (in terms of 
. services provided, yeggl a ei atc.) ? 
r ‘One important. source: of: oer eee F needed to answer 
these questions comes from the professional and popular 
literature on a a youth. This annotated bibliography | 


@ 


ERIC 


JA Fuitoxt Provided by ERIC 


& 


“respect to the runayvay responses ack included in the an- 


has Cis prepared to accuain+ 
~Laseé on runavays that 

us literature sources. 
do the literature: 
wer the policy questions 
lortant basis or beqgin- 
pout runaways. 
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e, majority of entries. inithis bibliography were 
peeeadsl in a thorough search through many reference - 
Sources, including | (1) ‘Research Jin Education (ERIC), (2) 


te ees bbsttacts, (3) Chiild ‘Development } abstracts, 


eee EUS ESL Eton ametctodes 
he Crime and. bélinguency Abstracts, (5) Sociological 
Abstracts; \(6). Dissertation Abstracts International, 


7). Social Sciences Citation Index, (8) New York Times, 
ndex, and (9) Reader's Guide to Periodic Literature. { 
mn acdditicnai source- of many entries was.the biblio= 2 
Geachne: of the various Lrticles and“ books located and © 
“the suggestions of. individuals familiar with tthe” run- 


VN 


in this annotated bib iography focus exclusively on run- 
away youth; a “Shall minority of the entries include only 
a section specificaliy' focusing On runaways. The self-. 
reported de lincuency ‘stkdies which ° include a runaway. 
item are summarized in the literature overview; only 
EnOSe Studies whieh have’ been extensively analyzed with- 


away phenomenon. bens of, the articles Or books -i ncluded. 


notated bibliography. |... 


aa is : = 


The .156 entries in this bibliog apy are acounca 


-into. sections as Follows:. (The number of entries for 


each section is’in parenthesis. ps | 


- (1) Books (13) \ : | 4 
(2) Professional journe|s (English) - | (77) 
(3y-Professtonat~ “journals” (Non- pigli bh)" “Bye 

: (4) ee ieee Cossacn miscellanedus reports 
. and papers ~ (20) 2 s  & | 
(5) Dissertations . (sy 5 fe Z ‘ a 
(6) Ponular magazines - (1B yon oy | | _ 
C7). Newspaper articles - (16y » ae z 


All of the books, professional journel articles; : 
dissertations, and government documents, riscellaneous 
reports and articles are -thoroughly annotated for the 

sl reader. In each summary description of a book or 
article, the Zollowinc informetion, ce eee 5 oe available, 
1s included: . 


(1) author's professional ee and/or 
professional affiliation when the article 
: " was written, 
; . (2) author's. definition, of a runaway or running 
5 , : away, a ~ \ ; 
_ qe : (2 8 3 . 1 = Sg 
“wie, (3) composition of sample discussed, including 
, . * age, sex, ethnic identification, gedgraphi- 
ae cal; local, _etc., .. ; a 


Dove! 


a a (4) sigeci2icaetoa. éyeten proposed for explaining 
ce “se i - runaway-s behavior ee a characteristics, 
Ys: » & \ 
(sy weehedo logy used in ve study, a 
e (6) major findings relating to precipitating. 
= es meg actors and/or causes of running Ba 


. ae! _ (7) major findings regarding the frequency and 
7 : 7 characteristics of runaway incidents,. jand 


,aoce one, x) 2 , 


(8) : Pindines Or : \recommendations ‘regarding a a 
. vention pas treatment - of. runaways. act. 
en a a ” i. i : 
the” literature overview is a bier summary of 7 a 
. What) the various annotated entries say about runaway Tae 
a youth, It is not am analytic discussion or interpre- 

iv » tation: of what the literature means or implies... Rather, 
the* larticles. on runaway youth are summarized in this | 
overview" atéordingto” ‘tHe ‘Baghe catégories™ 24isteq™ con rey 

: under which each “entry is annotated. *In many cases, ‘ohe® 

, : overview, alse serves the a ia ofa subject aes. 
‘ 
Bone -1t is hoped that this\ annotated bibliography ana’ 

‘brief summary overview of the existing literature on -\ 

runaway youth: will be usefull to.a wide Variety of |} itr 4 
. Leople interested - in runaway § youth and their problems. \ . 
a “This effort is one step towards understanding why run- es 

away’ youths) exist in’our society and what ‘steps ,can be 
> taken to hel, them before, after, and during, their , \: 
i running away : 
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_ LITERATURE OVERVIE! gar. Tas 
ee aoa - : 
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' Summary ; a eee oS 


: Findings from’ the runaway literature at this time 
can not be easily integrated into a meaningful pattern 
Or construct. It is especially hard to organize what 
is known in order to answer pertinent policy gquestions> 
_concerning runaway youth. Problems hindering the uni- 
fication of past research findings into a coherent _ 
theory about runaway youth include: 1) lack of consist- 
ent definition, 2) lack of methodolegical sophistication, 
-and 3) confiicting perspectives or theories about sun= ~ 
‘away behavior. At present,:- there is some good informa- 
tion about specific runaway subpopulations. But, since 
‘no’ one study has compared Several subtypes of runaways 
from the same basic population (i.e., runaways from 
institutions, one-time runaways from home, multiple - 
runaways from Home, etc.), it is difficult to generalize 
from the findings of ‘the narrowly focused studies in the 
literature to make statements about all runaways. 


Highlights from the runaway literature reviewed 
for the bibliography aré summarized below: 


(1) Definition of Runaway: 


Thére is a wide range of definitions of running 
away used in the literature.: Some of the basic 
components includéd in these definitions <of a 
runawaly are 1) age, 2) parent's permission. or 
consent, 3) psychological characteristics, 4) 
inclusion. in missing persons records, 5) identifi- 
cation) by a juvenile court, 6) child knowledge 
about consequences of his/her action, 7) time gone; 
8) where ran from, 9) where‘ran.to, and 10) pré-_. 
vious runaway behavicr. The.most ‘frequently used _ 
definition for running away frém home requires the - 
youth i be gone without his/her parents' permis- — 
“sion or consent for a certain length of time, ; 


(2) Incidence of Running Away: sy 

avs ana a ae ae 4 : ; 
The main sotirce available for ‘estimating the 

« numberof runaways is. the police arrest and/or’ 

missing persons’ records. Since these cfficial 

records have -been shown to be:low, biased esti- - 

mates, jothér ways of estimating the incidence of 


‘ \ 
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“stressful” ‘home pavement es. 


» subpopulation: of runaways . 


~5- . aaa 


running away on both a local and national level 
(e.g., household sampling of youth and/or -pearents, 
school surveys, telephone surveys, etc.,; are now 
being tried.. The "best~ guess" estimate frequently 
cuoted in the literature is that there are éebout 
900,000 to 1,000,000 youths who run away from home 
each year. sSased on Census data, this would be 
approximately 1-1/23 to 3% of the total youth vopu- 
lation, ages 10 - 17, in the United, States. 


Predisposing Packers of Running Away % 


A large pat eiacy. of articles, especially che 
earlier ones, follow the traditional psychopatho- 
logizal model which attributes the basic reasons . 
for running away to problems within the individual 
child (e. g., lack of ego strength, poor impulse 
control, depression, etc.). An increasing number 
of articles, | especially during the past decade, 
follow the environmental ‘context model which, attri- 
butes the reasons for running away to various 
situational factors outside the individual. In 
addition, a small number of articles suggest that 


“running away ‘for many” youths represents a positive 


and natural step in the normal growing-up process. 
The one outstanding fact about reasons for running 
away wnich holds up across most of the articles, 


“ regardless of their. orientation towards runaways or. 
“.their sample base, is that- runaways most often have 


“inadequate parent— chila relationships and unhappy, | 


Services for Runaways: oo oe aa 


very: few of: -the articles reviuwed discuss ‘approaches 
for dealing- with runaway youth. A prominent: em 


Of several, articles is that running..away..should.not.. 


be a police or “Suvenile court problem but rather a 


. family problem which should be resolved within the 
ae with the. -help of social service agencies. AU 


Ae of the, Soar. must, include, the family. or. . \ 


one. parent. “Finally,-. even though - there are some 
recommendations for what services should exist for 


_ Yunaways and some descriptions of what presently _ 


does exist, no article reports the evaluation of a 
particular service or ‘set of services for, even a. 


} 


‘to summarize the multidisciplinary 
youth into a sound theoretical 

a } mW! meaning ul social policy can be for- 

lates This difficulty is attributable mand to the 

aC 


k of “broad conceptual framework which is comprehen- 
Tiye enough to incorporate the disparate views on run- 
ayays cited in the iiterature. Without such a comprehen- 
sive framework -- which doés not exist in any of the 
entries annotated -~ it is impossible to integrate and/or 

Sets meaningfully.all the findings of the various 

“ studie , 


The twb' méin characteristics Gf the present litera-- 
tur'e are eee the above problem are the lack of. a 
consistent .definition(s) of runaways across studies; and 
the lack of methodological sophistication in many ° 


studies. | Part of the reason for these problems is due 


to the nature of the runaway phenomena itself. - "Running 
away" is a complex psychological and sociological pro-- 

-  .blem which is apo eule to define, explain, and, there-~> 
Tore, study.| ‘third reason for the problem is the 


differences sae diversity of the various disciplines’ 
“vocabularies, theories and biases. It is always hard to 
‘integrate ‘many disciplines' orientations toa problem or’: 
phenomena into a framework that will be understandable 
, and useful as a whole, as. well as still accountable to 
* ell. the individual disciplines. : _ oo 


Within. the: context of thése. constraints and pro-* 
bree the available literature on runaway youth will be 


summarized here according to -the following basic topics 
which are summarized for each article in-its annotation: 
--Major !findings about incidence, and incidents 
-=Major findings about predisposing factors. CG a.. 
“=-Definition of “running away - ae { 
--Classification systems for runaways 
--Treatment findings and recommendations 
-<Anthor) training .or affiliation 
as ~7Composition of samples _ 
= ~rMeth6dp logy | 


% © ONS . ‘ vyo 7 aes “A 7 ae i ea 


: ‘ 

In addition, a short section at the end of the overview. 
presents suggestions for future research and evaluation ». 
Projects on runaway youth. 
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youths: are never BEESSesd. for running away by the police. 


SF _ 
“Major F.ngings About Incidence anc Incidents 

oe - 
Since accurate information ébout the incidence of 
running away. Brom home is @ifficult ts collect, little 

is known conclusively about both the incidence (i.¢€., 

rate of oc*urrence) and/or incidents (episodes) of _ 

running away.from’heme. Most of what is Enown about 
‘the frequency of runhing away is specified in terms of 

the number of. reported\incidents. In those cases where 

_tKhe size of the total yout) population as well as the, 
.number of total runaway incidents is knoen, the number 


of runaway incidents cén ee eer int6é an estimate 
of the incidence. of running anay.1 The most commonly 

used source for determining, thevnumber of incidents of 
rurning away is police records--either missing persons 


records (39, -40, 76, 87) or arrest “records (6). The 
only official national estimate of the nuriber of runaway 
incidents: comes: from the Federal Bureay, Of nvestiga- 


tron! s Uniform Crime Reports, reporting hace’ were 


W163; 863 runaway arrests (based on 3 pend pac ene Nee re- 
‘ ports) ‘in 1972 and 121,600 (basec on 3,2 56 agencies! “e-~ 


ports) in 1973.. As might be expected, both fpe 2s of ~ 
police records, are under estimates of the actual numker\ 
of youths in flight since for various reasons, many 
cases are never reported ‘as missing persons and many 
< _ 
Other estimates: of the "liber et runaway piaddes oN 
in’the literature come from reports: ‘Of: spécific: runaway 


-sheltérs -(26) 30, 31, 99, 101) xvecords. of the Traveler's 
‘Aid Society (16, 38,°58), and records of the “transiency 
, bureaus" of the 1930" s (64, 65, 66, 72). None of these 


latter estimates--all of which give biased glimpses of 
the phenomenon at’ the local’ level--are adequate for 


=, determining an estimate of the number of incidents and/or 


incidence: on a “national level. One Study (76) has com 
pared the estimate of runaways | obtained"from one of a 
these sources--missing persons records~~to estimate s from 


other sources; mainly reports of,'students in school!in 


the same area. [In this. investigation. by Shellow and his. 
associates in the early-mid 1960's, the high school i 


“students in the particular area under concern reported 


Six times. as. manyinstances of running away as were ‘show- 


ing in the local missing persons records-« ‘In addition, , 
a recent,.incidence feasibility study (99) conducted* in © 


‘Colorado found that official police estimates of inci- 


dence were. generally lower than those obtained by inter- 
viewing samples of youths and their: parents. This. - ipl 


- lows the general oan established in, numérous* "other 


d ‘ 
as -_ b ; 
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@ delincuenc:: i.e. stimat 
TUENC:, @., estimates of oe 


li-revorted behaviors.< 


Sstimates or best guesses of how many youth run 
3 from home #ach year in the United States range. from 
509,090 zo 1,009,000 vouths, ages 10-17 (1, 13, 34, 110, 
210): 2205. 1335, 146 149). OF the runaways, it is specu- 
lated that a little more than one~halft are girls and the 
—~averace ace is about 15 years old. Based on the 1970 
census figures, if there are 506,000 one-time runaways 
rer year, then approximately 1-1/2 of the total U.s. 
popudation, ages 10-17, run away from home each year.3 
Furthermore, using -the 1972 current Population Survey 
cata as a base, this means that approximately 2.7% of all» 
families with at least one youth, ages 10-17, will have 
at least’one runaway per year.4 


. Because an accurate national estimate of the inci- 
dence of running away would be useful for policy-makers 
anc legislators, the Department of Health, Education and 
“elfare funded in 1974 a pilot study (99) to determine 
tne feasibility.of estimating the incidence of running 
away by interviewing a sample of households in both a 


rural and large |metropolitan area. Based on che parent: *~- 


resorts of families with at least one youth, ages 10-17, 
2.06% of the youth population (or 4.24% of households 


with youth, ages 10-17) hadirun away frcm home during the 


‘previous year. ‘When this estimate was corrected for 
.parents. who didinot acknowledge a runawayyouth in the’ 


household, 3.63% of the iyouth\ population ‘for:7.13% of the. 


youth households) had run away from home during the pre- 
vious year. | \ ". 


; woe, 7 & - \ _ 
,The studies of self-reported delinquency behaviors, 
which have included. a question about running away from 
home, are summarized in Table l with regards to the 


~ sample base, the method used ‘to!inquire about running 


away, and the ‘findings with respect, to incidence of run- 
ning away. These estimates which are difficult to com- 


pare because of the differing s mple bases (e.g., non- 


t 


Gelinquent offenders on probation. 


“4 ¥ 


s.delinquent youth, incarcerated delinquents, one-time 


, etc.) and differing’ 


the “last year,"."ever,". "within the prior three-year 
period,” etc.), vary from 2% to 152\'for\ non-dédinquent 
youth samples and.up to 80% for me ener ee ape ee 
carcerated. delinguent youth samples. *, FOL example, Bach- 


man (Table found that about 10% of\a sample of .tenth 


Pe) ak # yO, 
wd ; ; ~ Vo} 


s 


ency are much different_and lower than ~~. 
£ 


time referents applied to the runaway item (e.g.; “within 


Coo de 


Sot _gadé~boys reported having. run away at least once with- 

in a three year period prior to 1°. 6; while Gold ‘and 
-Reyamer (92) . found 6% of a random sample of youth; Tl bo: 
‘18 years old, reported naving run “away within three> 
-years prior to 1972... In J.971-1972 Swanson and Mobley 

"(Table 1}. found that about 11% of an ' ole of . 
- 7th, to 12th graders reported runni-: one 

. year pricy to sc aeaiee 


4 


eo oe few apticies: discuss. the. nate .@ runaway 
— episodé, itself;.i.e., How far does the youth run?, How |: 
_ long does the youth stay away?., Where does the youth: goO?,.: 
“With whort does the youth run?— “Does” the-yovti-plan-—tor— 
oo, °: ‘therun?, -and’ Why: does the youth return? Only a small . 
hoo. mumber of studies (99, 107, 112) included these and 
= -Qther. questicns about the nature of the runaway. ‘episode. - 
te A’ E£ew'of the~ scattéred findings across these and other - 
a ‘studies; some of -which have very different sample HeSee 7 
i -are presented PeLOWs, a * 3 2 oon ~ oo rae 
ee a At ‘least one- ~half oe all youth’ who run. away” from 
"ee home Stay within the town .or general vicinity in which’ 
they Live (98,.99.,. 101, 107, 112). Most runaway. youth ~ 
on. the ‘run go to-a friend's.or relative's- house (98,.'99, 
107): “In: general. the length ‘of time gone from syhome in- . — 
a. ik epeases with ‘age (99). Every study which ‘describes the: 
—_——-Fyequency-of the -runaway—episodes—reports_that: the_major=..... 
_ity.of runaways are on their: first and oftén only fun; . 
‘the runaway repeater is definitely in the minority of (§.; . 
the runaway population. Most runaway. episodes . seam-to.- 2! 
“ be poorly -planned. and reflect impulsive behavior re-. 
“sponses (3, wes 48. 765" Peay. 
ae =—~ Data on whether” or not: a woth leaves with any one. 
else and information on why a youth does or does. not: 
“return home’ is ‘practically non-existent. "Reports on 
“os What parts of the. year are most conducive to running 
7 “away “are. contradictory and scant.. In general, there. 
_.. ° Seems. to be a slight’ seasonal and monthly variation in: 
a . running: away, with more-episodes’ tending to occur in 
om “summer and fall and: near vacation times. In institutions  ... 
o, he greatest . number of runaway episodes occur’ within. the 
first six” months. after admission. (Sly 55). 


% 


s ot In- summary ;. “very eS conclusive information is’ 

ce oeee known. about the’ nature-of-~ the ‘runaway episode and. the in-. 

'. 3. cidencé. of running away. -The estimates of incidence vary | 
widely, the highest ee those. of scl reported cree ey 
_ quency studies. ; i oo 
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2 oue> run away 7 * "mean be plz -d long 
xh o¢xtremes _: whi * repre ent ty = 
= is the reason= + © human -behe° .u: : 1) 
al the treditic:... »osychopathol- ‘i:al °: 
which fallow 2:2 environmen ccn- 
-ormer atcribu zs che basic ree S. for 
te roblems within the individual c 1.0 
ty putes the reasons for running aw .0 
‘factors outside the individs ehi le. 
es of an article is closely r ated to 
1 Of the world opted curing hoz her\_ 
ining, © .. aa 


large pat io of studies, espec -ally | 
(1930's to 1925's), utilize the incivid~ 
= -Ogicad model.” For example, Arms :rong (2, 


yeuth with mental deficiency, sudbncrmal 


or impulse control and unstable make-up.» 
“. yxrists view running away as an. acz ing’ out 
dipal conflict prassures (69, 74 85, 81, 


{ ) stazes that, rur. sing away in adolescent. 
rly. " indicative o> extensive and severe 
mily. pathology" which occurs often when 


au -rl runs "to ward off, the unconscious 


2stuous relations: ip with her father, the 


> on" ip. 127). Furthermore, Riemer (68) 
se | away represents "a sévere naxcissis 
"an. “extremely negative character," and. 


ts that runaways show severe: “pathology, 


- ind external) and with as Surrender. 


"sa Support’ the individual ps Scnopacnerese. 


suted runing away to' ‘impulsive, acting-out 
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rear of’ rejection of he parental figure 
suth (28, 114) ,/premathire attempts to |: 


er  “ncee.and autonomy (75; 82, 115), depres-. 
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Fon example, writers is: 
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yeaks of the 193C’s 
a result.of poor 
home (8; 65, 66, =. 


away, nok only as 2m 
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to change the sit 
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‘tion. * Lubec?. and 
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eo : Systen. Hi] 
outh, as 
eed of the fut. 
cause of such béhar 


Se of: family disc- 


(58) attributes runz. 
lems, and to a youth 
rejected at home. S. 
out that the runaway 

geat or. victim of A * 


os 


Several authors suca- 
away represents a positiv 
process of growing-up. 
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been called an interluc= tec 
“initiation into adulthc<-i” 
"developing sense of sei 


at 


Empee: 


"a second ane g earn S 
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@. il. authors’ (7,125, 120 point 
vo. -". is:;often tné famil: scape-, 
And oGneesttd Situatioz a. 


, RE 6 OR, 2, BE) ee 


"onkiaivs oke 
fc ldawing -Am eri wig: de Kso¢.u02 On dei:* ~ = Of 
cre behavior diz of ldren enti. led "rv eee 
reaction": ; 
‘Indivicuals wi “Kiet iisotder cuaracter:s* <1 ly 
escape =rom th 4n\ ° situaticns by. runni. ~ 
™ away from home raouy or more without 27: ~L=- 
sion.: Typicali- -ne: are immature and tim: ana 
. feel rejected Aone inadecuat=, and frisndiless. 
They often stez. -urt vely. (45, p.169) . 
In a follow-up st 2° ways from a clinic pala- 
tion it was founé ays fhe higher inci: :nces 
of. psychiatric -il. in sially sorzicpathic - =so0n- 
ality), more arre:its nearce: ation and mo 
Civorce (70, 72). 
Contrasted witnm tn: ‘shiatr.2¢ paeychcle “1 tal 
crientation is this sc: -ews the ru: .way phenomenon 
@S, primarily a fimctias snvironment Dress .ruis. 


depressicn 
‘ay is largely 


the Amé-7ic. 
Aat runnrnc 


“> .8d 6OCl 2. c: tion. et 
3eggs (2 Ge: -ribes running 
from st zess, Se G@ise. =S .at 
on the part £ th: r naway 
have his/her a as 


» measure icf : 
view aoe away 
oe sutcore in an unrespe asive 
<-'{34) described a ronaway 
whe =s "Oo: 
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° wf.0, “ANE“REEY  butes che main . 
roo Soor Nore env. ronment\ and, - e 
lin In.the sam= vein, Lowrey | 


¢ 2+zy td,school 


tO} _nd* family. pre 
:zilng of- being 


ariwanted or 


\4 : 
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A 
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zt that for many you as \runnin 
and * natura 'S) ep 2 78| orMma 


Pee example canning a. yy has 
"going st=zight" (22. ,\\"an 

1), and ar -express:2n ‘of, 

od and/ind=:=sndence 67). 


‘, lationships land more unhappy ‘or proBlemvhome_er --.-o- 
-Ments\ than ° nony runaways. His gereral tecognit. Bae iP mr 
family or parent problems for a large number “of - hoavays 


“ come Yon broken. homes -(16, 
subtt from ‘poo 


dD 
(4; ais, 27,\28, 35,.42, 58, 82, 98, 99, 114). Sev- 
\ ‘ 


family 


+ ber tween family’ 
gravated by poar inte a aaa communication) grezt on- -° 
| security about. the. ‘eu ture) 

» tion i. ‘oresent mea ag" (pe 22) 


Goidme! wy. Dern (30), §6237 ). view running PEST es 
"Dositi-re: Sect .ef coping in which support is =: 


‘pendent \decision to run away, often “after much m: 
over he ne end/or school, out of .ai basic commitre: 


hin/hersels, and his/her needs and} desires... Watte.-. << 


. (87) revorts that, the, largest number of boys. ir i v, 


study ran to ‘search For: ‘adventure. Sheliow et 2°. ce 


_, found. that the ajority of runaways identified "Ere 


"healthy" (normal adolescents. wno used running}! =we- as 
one ‘way |to. deal with their ‘problems;: and that cnl~ 


“very small\ ,minority: had multiple problems, ‘whic. aie TSS 


ed some psychopathology. \ 


ae It is. important in a. discussién of predis: 


. factors to note - that seer a POINE Os thas 


runaways often have more inadequate parent=chi_ re- 


is\true across multiple ‘sample bases, varying ¢ 17 ~ 
tiong of runaways, and differing orientation’ t' vil is 


~ the \reasons fé ‘running away. ° \ Sugdick (83) i” ase 
; lite ature Henne points out the same. "inesca eS] “SIn= , 
, clusion." \. ee cad "gp Be ag 
4 \\ | ‘ ay . io : i 
Bos example, several studies report that éa@ . .1ge 


roportion of: runaways (especially \when ‘comparet 

On- yune a ays and the géneral para population: ..” 
40; aly 65, ‘66, ee eG 

20) 3 se articles emphasize “that runawe--” re- 

home environments (12, 14 


112, 


have: troubling parent=child or Sibling. relations--: 


c 
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the\home (6, 14, 35, 99). Finally, D'Angelo’ (6) ~-sf=2rs 
te running aay as another “symptom of escalatin. inczi- 
dence of family breakdown" din America at \thi's tir: fe 
sums up 2 elationship ‘ofthe runaway- withhis, aer 
Be ng “that “the runaway: group presen:.3 the 
image ° emaleic ae families with een re. ations 
ee s ‘(particularly the parents: ag- 3 


aay articles mention instances of. physical abusz in 


tava for i arena 
. 


es A NU “fh oe 


39, 4C and/or 


from’ pears. ra other. shan trom tha aduli~dominate ie 

ment of the family senonl," Balser (16). desc. a 

such behavior as a ea step i in problem-sce_v_1q. 
Wein (12). ‘states ‘than. runaway. youth -have_made = BQ attic 
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“| Lg . \ 
The mo i- ‘vaguently mentior © secc “iar reason wh. 
youth Yun awe .i3 problems at sc. Ll (i 5. s, 12, 14, 
He = 30, \ 39, 40. 7 98, 99, 112). Tr - Gsvelor art and role 
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™. hero run' aw <,» .2 the yorth s g-° tes < ROE SSS. 
Pea plineea hag 3) while 2) in ‘ot-.:+ ca: whe famil 
_ problems and ini lcts at home de icp _ _=st and svubs:- 
POF, quently | seeee= the vout.' Ss perfer> cace mi eecool AS). 
Exactly’ where the probl = aS O62 FCN: “sy ““aek SPiginate * 
is. often @iff:cui- co &€-:tect; in - 2:25 the youth 
See signifiican -t Eroblers at beth &:- ne Se ool 2, &. 
"20; 76, 99. e SOMmro7 fineane :5 zevaral ‘stud ies 
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: schoci than d= ail Ron eeneways) 
io | { 
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Quantitative ‘multivariate Statisticz1 methods deve: - 


the various studies on runaways' behavior can not be 
directly compared nor c2r the findings De .easily com- 
bined into a.meaningful whole. 


Classification Systems for Punawavs 


Many articles in the literature discuss runaways 
and their behavior or motives accerding to a variety of 
conditions and descriptive variables. Some of the most 
frequent comparisons among runaways and between rur- 
aways and-non-runaways ar= made accore_ng to the =cllow- 
ing variables: sex, ethnicity, age, family backcround, 
number of times run away (once vs. renzater), reason 
why ran away, severity 22 vroblems, juvenile delinquency 
record, school grddes and record, exc. One could view: 

11 comparisons of this type aS suggeszions for classi- 
fying runaways and theix actions. Those articles which 
actually prepes2 a formal classificaticn system for ex- 
rlaining runaway types are listed in Table 2. 


. 


In their present form these classifications are 
ie p 


basically heuristic deviccs for explaining diffe~-en-es 


in runaway behavior. The ‘ajerity of ttsse systems 


have been. developeé from  oserations ané inferermce- 


about runaway behavior in <=haresy and coi nsel line ¢tse 
of the. respectivs investige srs. Most c# 
refer to the ps::chological -2zasons or mc tives .ur: 
lyine a youth's runaway behavior. S2-raral scheme: 


e 
been déveicpeé from a class~cal psytnoaralytic persnuec= 


router 


tive (20; 87). 72; 82, 213, 114). Tne system incind::: 


the role of experience in c’assifyins types of roms 7s 
(26), while another descr::-s the 2:f=erances in ac cal 
runaway: behaviors (37). cst ef ths schema employ « 
very narrow and limited set of variables to delinea*> 
the runaway and his/her behavior. . : 


‘ 


é  -In'contrast «~~ ‘he vacuely deiinec and theoreti- 
cally derived ee". > 8:2 the empir:cal typologies cc. ' 
runaway hehaviov =.:os .ev lered by Brennan and ics 


associates (15 iO) 7nese are the only class: fica- 
tion systems whi. ara cerivec from a large set cf 
psychological, « -i iogicat en. seMogrsal: ic variabias, 


and are based o:: a sound set of ratzer scphisticates - \ 


a 


hy 


for genarating typologies from empirical sets of dat 
Fven though these tynolozies overcome reany problems 
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Table 2 . 


Classification Systems for Runaways -— 


. Source . Categories : Sample Base 
. Bartollas (1.7?) 1. Whites who run on “Interview with 
impulse {| 40 subjects 
2. Blacks who run on |- (20 runaways 
impulse -| and 20: non- 


3. Whites who planned | runaways) in 


 @Scape <. aats. . loa State train- 
4. ‘Blacks who planned ing school. 
" escape : 
Be=ger and _ 1.. Spontaneous . | 36 males ana . 
Be-mict. (92) , 2. Reactive. , females, 7-19 


to 14-7 years 
old. ° 


Erennan, Spontaneous un- - Empirical. 
a. enchard, ° planned epi- typology .. 
IL Zin ga p+ sodes. based on clus- - 
amd Elliott. Deliberate suc-.. “| ter- analyses 
oo) cessful episodes | |, techniques ap- 
3. Temporary "good | -~plied to the. 
. time" episodes runaway epi- 
. 4, Difficult long « - sodes' data of 
os term escapist 165 runaways-~ 


episodes 26 ‘froma pro= 
Temporary es~ . | bability 
capist episodes | household 
sample and 139 
from a purpo- 
-Sive sample. 


AN 
ae ah 


Brennan, A.- Lower delinquen- | Social~psy- 


Blanchard, . © cy runaways chological or 
Huizinga. 1. Young run~ ._ etiological | 
ane S112 stt aways from - ~j| typology based 


(9S) }o0 stressful -{ on multivari- 


families” ° ate methods)... 


- 2. Middle class “| applied to 37° 
"loners": A different:'ex- © 
_ “running , - planatory 
to" model '.| variables-in - 
oe ' four domains 
(family, school, 


ae 


Table 2 (Continues 


Source . Categories Sample Base 
peers, personal) 
for 165 runaways. 


3. Autonomous 
"older" run- 


- aways --26 from a pro- 
B. Delinquent run- © bability house- 
- . aways hold. sample and 


139 from a-pur- 
posive sample of. 
known runaways. 


4.. Lower social 
class,. high 
family and 
school stresses: 
high delinquen- 

- cy peers 

5. Delinquent girls 
‘with highly . 
stressful home 
and school situ- 
ations and strong 
peer pressure 
toward delin- 

' quency 2" 

6. High social 
class, delin- 
quent. youth: 
‘stressful /re- 
jecting family, 

\ +» low school in- 
\\. volvement], and. 

. high ‘commitment 

to delinquent 
\ peers 

7.\Young mafes 

with hig ly 
Stressf 1 home 
and | ‘sch ol sit- 
‘uations and high 
commitn qent, to 
del\ing ent \ 
peers, gs 


Brennan, (1. Minori/ty males |. Empirical typo- 
Brewington, logy derived | 
and Walker , usin multi- 
(100) : 


variate analyses 
on data froma 
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Source 


Chamberlin 
(20) 


ey 


Table 2 (Continued) 


Categories 


Middle class 
females: not > 
alienated, good 
self-concept, 
occasional run- 
away 

Minority males 
(B): extreme 
negative label- 


- ing and denial. 


of access, 
highly delin-~ 


quent, shail Spee 
runaway 


One-time run- 
aways: similar 
in many ways to 


_-=non-delinquents, 


but. of ‘low\ self- 
concept and, 
altenated ‘ 
Lower status \ 
(females): 


ELON, negative \ 
labeling,’ denial, 
of ‘access, delin-. 


quency 


. Need ‘to show 


independence , 


- Need to be loved 


Need to. raise 
self-esteem 


Need to éxpress © 
‘aggression to- 


ward authority 


yaar : a 


‘high’ 
levels of aliena~ 


A 


\ Case study, of a 


/10-17, 


Sample Base ~ 


Denver study of 
youth needs (n =- 
880 youth, ages 
of which 
132. were run- 
aways). 


\e year old boy, 4 


Table z (Continued) 


Yource ° Categories Samole Base 


300 runaway 

. Males and fe- 
males at a run- 
away shelter.. 


“English 
(26) 


i. Floater~ 
2. Runaway 
3. Splitter 
Hard road freaks 


: Farrington 1. Crisis situation 28 males and 
et al. 2, Attention getting females in.a 
(27) Withdrawal residential 

Impaired family treatment 
-—eenter. 


relationships 


Greene ané _. Rootless Based on “be- 

» Esselystyn 2. Anxious "| yond=control" 

.£35) 3. Terrified cases in the 
- California 


juvenile jus- 
tice system. 


Haupt and 1. Real 92 males and 
Offord 2. Gesture females from 
(37) a. ‘a residential 


treatment 
center. _ 


20 females in 
a court clinic. 


Run to 
2. Run from 


Based on review 
of. literature 
about runaway 
youth. 


Institute 
_for Scien- 

tific Anal- 
ysis (109). - 


Levy (57) 1. Angry defiance 16 females in 
oe _ 2. Psychotic dis- residential 
organization 


treatment. 


3. Escape’ 
heTe-go to one's «, 
own: Se % SEER TE pie 

5. Fusion with 
parents ~ 


400 


Table 2 (Continued) a . 


“Sample. Base % 


Suburban i 
quents,” females. 


Source’ an Categories 
‘Rosenwald. 
and: Mayer - 
(75) 


1. Hypermature' 
2. Hypomature 
3 
4 


- Impulse ridden \" 
Unclassified 
me 


21, males and. 
femalés. labelled 
-"under-achievers". 


Stierlin. 
(113) 


an 


1. Uniéontrollable 

= ne'er do ‘well 

'2.. Crisis runaway - 

. 3. Sweet bad girl 

~ 4,.-Tonely. runaway, 
e ‘Schizophrenic 


Small s simple of: 
~males-a ind... fe- 
- males séeh in 
therapy, 


“ee 
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‘associated with t 
-and possible uses 


ye eae oe Oe ge Be Me a! a, 


e: ofher systems. reviewed; the meaning 
£/the individual types need to b 


clarified\and refinédy.-and the typologies must be ur- 


ther validated sand cls 


' or describe a wide rang of runaways. All of these 
schéna Go he: criticized for inco plete development, . 


fe 


i * addy ‘esses the issue of which services and/or“treatme 
‘ works: ‘best for “which: runaways: ‘In most of.'the arti 
which address these isSues at all,.it is only as a —— 


‘identi fy\key/ factors that may differentiate csenp re 


‘Because of the: differing sam les on which /th 
ficatory systems wer is ae 


“ Ureatment Bindings acumen top 


: 


anncien aut of the classificatory ot may 
re-" 
Sider 


large groups of runaways, none of ‘them-at presen 


flects a conceptual framework broad enough | to co 


vagualy defined categories, and. 


‘deveig 


nitions. of: runaways 


ed 
‘cult to.compare oe, sfibicatbr ry systems. in th it 


aie) a 


t. 


Surprisingly gee of the\ runaway - 1 erature ee 
Pe 


Z 


‘secondary, ‘focus of. the! rticle, ' The few themes a aan 


garding approaches for déaling with runaway youth that » 
do emerge in fehe Nace ‘the following: 


mt, = 


gee Running away should not. be a police or “juve~ 
'nile court: problem but rather | a family. prob-.. 


| lem which Should be re. resolved within _the os 


eu family with the help of". ‘social - service ies. 
a 34 epee thy 4, ae Aa ‘9, r112). 


‘especially those in crises--need. to be ; 
favailable: (1,.3, 6, 108, _ 114,119). Béggs’ 
(3) -suggests’: "around the clock" emergency ° 
£Support.. ae ee ot oo 
“Treatment oe a runaway enna. should treiude 
the family and/or pa~ 2nts,' if possible <1, 
19, 39,41, 44,..74, 89, 108}. 114, ‘LL9) 2 
~ Stierlin (114) recommends differances’ in.the’ 
type. of family treatment, depénding on the 


family mode and aynamics; he. points out ‘also - 


‘chat: family therapy does: not work fora 
y casual Spee ae e., one who , runs .. 


:/ 
ay | Counselling and” ‘other services for: families-— 


es 
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Ga 


a, 


| . — should go on beyond. the.time that the youth 


; : .? | a5 : 
from a rejecting and neglecting Parent. 
obey (11) states-that only the mother is 
_.../sneeded in the treatment of adolescent girl 
oj baunaways.. cS , og Se 


joy 


a a 
eT * 


With respect to individual‘ therapy with some. . 

/ ’ runaways, consistent, fatr,. and warm suppor-; 

| 2° tive treatment seems to work best (41, 73,/ . 
74, 79, 88, 108, 114). ‘From her work with 
runaway, girls, however; Homer (41) reports —— 
that insightful-oriented and family therapy. 
-works with girls who "run from" ‘family prob- 
lems, andinot with girls who "run to." pleas-.. 
ures and: freedom :from constraints. * Robey 

. (11) points out, that sometimes treatment |! 


Or referring agency think "is necessary". 


(5) In addition to ‘the option of youth returning -. 
home after running away, adequate alternative - 
-., — services/fneed.to be avdilable (3, 4, 5, 12, — 


oR t 
we 


Ps (6): There is’ some relationship-=although complex - 


. and difficult to precisely describe-~-between . 
- institutional policies and runaway behavior —-~ 
_ (21/22, °23, 36,;°59, 118). Sg gS 
~The types of services availablé .at° the yarious run- 
away houses across the country in 1973 are briefly: de- 
sCribed’.in the booklet by the. National Youth Alterna- 
vives Project: (110). More detaildd, descriptions 6 
services at several runaway houses) dre also available 
ol, 997 101, 2106; 108). ,The two most discussed run-_ 
iway~-houses. are Huckleberry. House. /in San Francisco (34 
.2.); and’ Runaway House in Washington; "D.«@7; (31, 101, 
08). In addition, Saltonstall (112)) describes three 
‘community models (urban, suburban .and rural) of serv- 
‘ces“for runaway. youth in Massachusetts. ‘Finally,-° 
wo.entries.(9, 34) describe. how the juvenile justice 
ystem operates regarding runaway youth. ~ ee 


Even though there are some recommendations ‘for 
hat servicés’ should exist for runaways and some de- 
criptions-of what presently does-exist, no article 
eports the evaluation of a particular service or set 
£' services for. even; a,.subpopulation ‘of . runaways. In 
ther words,- there is‘a. déarth of; informatiéniavailable ,- 
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‘ awayS ora sur oPE of /runaways. : a 


+ “ » 3 Wire 
in Author Training or pe eo | aa v 


.arevele's viewpoint. 
“half) of aithors is psychiatrists. 
‘the earlier literature d 
_ well as the later literature (si ce 1960): 


H 


“the next "two, largest group 3, Of: authors include ps 
cchologists and. social workers. [Next, there ar sm 11 
‘groups of articles ‘by social scientists’ (mostly soci- - . 


lates‘ with, polic: jepartments.' |Finally, there is a; 
small group of ~ -icles by lawyers, ministers, ere 


as 
~32- 


about what works beseede even at. all~-for ‘And run-: 


-@ften knowing the author's or!’author's' Pp sebione 
‘al background | “(stich - ‘as ‘social worker ;,: psychia \or 
juvenile court worker) gives a reader anepg nt ALNtO \an. 
article's perspective of “runaway . yout ‘TE thi rar : 
author's training ij not. given, someti nes | the q ther''s 
professional afcilia ion (such'as a¥- lini 1..P ce: de- 
“partment, or univers? 


y) will. hélp in. identifying: the . 
he largest: group \Ce in st\ ni eee 


the. 1980's and 


considera ly smaller than the medical doct r group 


ologists) affilis ced with univefsities ‘and by af fil- 


: \ 
- selors at: runawa- " houses, and journalists. ee; ee 
ae ; 
Cotiposition of Samples “a i 2 oa oe a \ 
Most of ae literature on, the runaway. pion ca \ 
‘consists offi small. comparative studies of runaways and, -’ 


..non- runaways | from very :select and: restricted. samples. ' 


A large numbér of the studies on youth runaways are VV 
based on- subjects. from Erin populations (7, ‘11, 53,) 

54, 68,69, ‘20, 71, 145: 79, 80, $2 ,.89, 113, 114) or | a 
deténtion! home/training in titution populations: (67, ta 


hg <6 oT, 22) 235°. 24, 33, 36, “44, 45, 46, 51, 55, 


court records (on 9, “lay =28,° 435, 41,240, 122) ,. tS nai we 


59, 60, 97s 86, 118) . ‘Occasionally an article will 


ing persons. records: (39; ‘40, “76. S87, 08), Or ‘juvenile. _———— 


cious récords of residential treatment. -centers.(20, 
27, : 49, ‘57, 119)-; |halfway houses or: mare cen- 


_ ters ee other. alternative. youth services (3, 5, 


. 26, 230, 31, 42, 99, 1057108; 121), ‘through, oe of ae 
i. private service (16, 25, -29, 38, :58, ‘J12)- OF publieg: . + 7 3 

social service agencies. (65, 66, - 72, 99;,, 112; .120),,% 
By questioning— children in schools . (76; see Table 1).,- 


. OY y reports of youth froma sample of households suri 4 


re 100, 107; ‘see ‘Table’ 1). 


o_.. 
ERIC 


\ ae a fo Mee 
i i } : 
\ a oe - a. 
i. Most ‘of the Stucé focus On youth from <pproxi- a 
mately {12 to 18 years .- A few articles. inc lude 
younger, children and.2 : y“focus only on the lé-year aa 
- old andi up.\-“The-major - EF articles--especially ano 
those from diel caries yerature-<focus only on male ; 
populations. “Most Stic: 34 daring thé-past .ten years, ie 
| especially the eee ores) or those with a sample - -\-~ 3 
size over’ 80} (6,-28,. 27, $0 40, 76, 99, 100, \107,-~ 
112; ‘see Table ao include! both- indles and ‘females. Ae 
From what is specified about the ethnic identification fA 
of the samples studied, it appears that most studies | ae ae 
have included predominantly white veurns few have\ in- i 4 


@luded ec youth. 


7 Methodo logy. i. te ~ ee ee Mn \ 


—.- 


“Suggestions: for Fut ‘Te Tes earch and EVaLNtiaty 
Rees a 9ar esc Ss ~ 


mI 


In addition. to repor ding ‘paete descriptive sta- 
tistics, the articles in the runaway literati -2 use za 
two basic methodologies Eo. ‘discovering: and ¢=pport- 4 
ing: facts-‘about runawazs and‘ their actions... They. ape’; 
the case study method =né the ‘small. comparison study 


»in which significant tests are used to- explore thé i 
‘difference between runzesvs and non- ramawa ys: on:-the 4 v 
same variable. The me~-. dange= with the first-.method . 
is that the samples c » tich ‘conclusive szatements a 
“about runaways are maze =re extremely small.‘ One. 

major problem with ma:~ - -f the comparative studies 

cited: isthe’ selectio: an inadequate and/or meaning- 

less.- ‘comparison group. . tew studias, such as those 

of- “Lube ck and eS (4 1c those by Brennan and his 
associates (99,-100),-- «© 7ed relatively. sSophisti-.- a 
cated statistical tect. 3, suchas. multi- regression . he 
.stepdown analyses’ and. ise discrimi {nant analyses... ©. ie 
In summary, the methodc 2->2es- ‘used to’ study runaways - 


have. been: simple, some: -:.: unsophisticat ‘ed and often\. - 
inadequate, by tradi® ‘ona: soci science\\research © | 
. \ f Se fig ed ; 


standards. ay 


: LS ce order to ‘reduce the gaps and incofsistendies | ae 
which now,: exist in the -rKunaway ‘youth literature, the. 
following suggestions for future studies” on punawey, iN 
aa madet " ae i y etn 2 so re 
em of i i a oe ee » Sea a 
ie “Pevelop a defiiiition, (or classification a be ‘ 
system) for” ru aways; if possible. and en-\. ‘S. 


\ ‘ 

_eourege: its. ust for all future Prorat: ~ 

4 \ Bi. ne . € a be 
oe re ns we TON \o 

. oe ; 2 / fo ae \ \ 


descriptions and research or ‘evaluation 

Studies. Ata minimum inthe interim, . in- 

ee Goa, clude_a definition of runaway in articles 

a. x in the. future. | 
es ey passers the use, Of valid outa, science © ice 

". Methodologies. (i.e., adequately defined con- -' 

_« trol groups, advanced statistical techniques 

-, where ‘appropriate, complete explanations of 
“procedures , etic i in. future. researc: era 
evaluation activities. 
Encourage inferdisciplinary. teams tos wiv 
‘runaway ycuth-in order: to, foster the matiumum . 
integration; of | the: various disparate tas-: 

8 on he eas and’ understanding runaway 

ricourage / thoughtful: -hesearch activitie es 

_. which! investigate. the predisposing Se-~or= 

Nand’ dynainicg--especially those relates to che 
| par ents/and ‘family--which result in woats ae 
‘running \away \From home. . Because of <ncone Li, 
jSive evidenc 2\ for explaining why yout rur _4 
laway wt ‘thin one- minded joss context, adopt = — 


jrelatively open-minded position which rece: 
“inizes the importance of ‘both internal and ==- 
| : ‘terhal factors: “in explaining runaway behav- a 
: tone . ‘ : Ae 
: by “ J . . i. . we 
. eae &=), a aeoeee a eee and - thoughtful. +s ‘@arch 
es en s/and evaluation. activities to+exafiine chat a 
- ny \" y services or. treatments. work best for -vyhich 
«  . -#] types of runaways: ‘Even though there are 
f | some recommendations’: for what-should exist 


ff | and some descriptions of what does ex:st, 
/ _| there is no- ee information: on what 
f oe rors, beste | 


for ian 3 ae ee ~~ Je 


: i 
: “At hia times conduct research and evaluation 
SO / in a\ manner which recognizes and ‘respects 
ce er so the ce and needs of runaway. vOnely: a | 
, | \ e % aa * . 


a Divide the number of. runaway inesdenes by the 
total youth. population: to get an estimate cz the’ 
incidence of Pa away. ie 

4 For. example, see the following studies: 


fant : 7 oo ee ee gunn ee a 
SA, Erickson, Maynard Te Group! violations Soeio- 
ote _economic status, and. official delinguency.. eae 
Social Forces, 1973, 53, 41- 52. go 


Erickson, Maynard L., and Empey, Lamar ~. 
- Court. records, undetected delinquency and 

“ 3 \ decision-making.. ... Journal of Criminal Law, 

_ , "Criminology and Police Science, 1963, 54, ia 

7 456-459. p= — 4 

- Porterfield, Austin L.., Delinquency and its 

ce outcome in cour<s and college. . Am2rican 

\ ' Journal: of ‘Scciciogy, 1°=3. 49, 193-208. 

; ee Short,. James F.. ind. Nye, =. Ivan. Extent c: 
unrecorded javrerile Jelu>-s:ency: Tantative 
conclusions. Jcurna. >2f “-iminal Law and 
Criminology, 1° =8, 4© 2-302. aa 

jas williams; Jay R. and Gold. dartin. From 
delinquency behavior to c £ficial delinguency. 
Social Problems. 1972, 20, 298- -229. 
Se — 

‘This estimate-is base on the '1970 ‘census informa- 

.\tion which lists that thers were ye 533,497 per- 

' sons of ages 10, ;through 17 im the United’. States 
vies 2 in-/1970. Source:. United States Department. of Com~ 
merce, Bureau of .the Census, Characteristics of 

the Population (Vol. 1): U.S. “Summary. .(Part 1, 

" ,.wection T}> peehngtons ‘oD. Cat. Government, Printing. 

sy DEEAG EY Lose 4 °° oe 


these estimates are ‘Baeea on the. 1972 Current. Pop- 
ulation Survey data: 71, 034, 064 - total household 

|. units: 53,071,160 - primary families; 54, 457,665-° 
~~?! total family. units: 18,440,683 ~ families with at 
least one. child, 10 to'.17 years old. ae _ 


5 the Department of Health, Education dha Welfare. 
. is how. inthe process of funding. another-study . 
to access the incidence Of: running, away ona 
national level. : one 26 wy oo: 


o.. 
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6 ‘the Following is ene list of sources on self- 
reperted delinquency which -re listed in Table 1. 
and, the text but are not in ‘the annotated bibli- 
ography section, since only thos: studies which 

- include ‘extensive analysis of the runaway items _ 

= ~ are includeé in the annotats<¢ bibliography. The: 

i _ studies below, which inclua. a runaway item, focus 

ae . broadly on delinquency behaviors and not spe :ifi- 
pass “call. on vunniag away behavior. 


ne nkers, “Ronali L.. f2ciosconomic statts exd 
: delingvent behe-tors: A retest. Jourr=l of 


Research in Crime and Delinguency, 19€., _— 


38-46. —_ : “ 
Eachmen, Serald G. Youth in Transition. (3° 
ot vols.).Ann Ar.cz Michigan: Institute or: 
Social Resea: nh, eas 4 of ciueceaee 
2979.4 . “ 
~.ark, Shirley. Simi tan ietes in: compo ° rents 
, 29£ Female ar. jale juvenile delinquenc-. 
= In W.C. Rechle is and. C.L. Neuman ° (Eds. 5, 


“nterdiscip—i:. ary Problems in Criminolo 
Ba ‘Oolumbus, Okic: Ohio State University, 1965. 
—_ — E} os, Edgar G. ocio-Economic status, race, 
Sy ey level of aspir tion and juvenile delinquen- " 
PS cy: A limited empirical test lof Merton' so. oj 


a concept of ‘deviation. Phylon 1967, 28, ss 
; = 16-27. 


~ 


ES LOE Sy pide aap S., and: Voss, Way Leo 
4 nelinguency a "Dropout. Heanor Mass: : 
as teath, 1974. ; 

“Bc *kSon, Maynard. Leg and Empey, ‘Lamar T. 
Cotrt records, undetected délinquency and 
deci ‘sion- “making. \Journal of Criminal paw, 

‘and Police SCHeneS rales, 454, 


. 756-469. 
7 _s. Eynor, a ‘Gey and ‘Reckless, Waltér J. . Com--.. 
ea vationship at delinquént onset. “British. 
ss Journal“of Criminolo *, 1961, 2, 162-170. 
Mchley, Max Se, and Swanson, Richard a 
indiana’ Youth Study Fin s -bon- 
ee dale, Tllinoiss\Center for the ecuay of 
Crime Delinquene and” Corrections,. goutnern 
a illinois Universi \ 1973. 
Jo. \ CUNY °F. Given, and- Short, James . Scaling 
8 lelinquent behavior. erican ‘Sociolo ical 
\ Sev iew, (1957, 22, 326- ~~ ; 
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- Porterfiel<,. 
outcome in 


-37-".. 


Austin L. Delinquency ana its 
ce.:rts and college. ‘Ameri an 


Journad of 8 ciology, 1942, 49, 199-2 Te. 
Short, James F and Nye, F. Ivan. - Extent. of | 
© unrecorded 3: MyoniLES delinquency: Tentz=tive 
ote conclusions. Journal of Criminal Law and 
i " Criminology, 1958, 4G. 296- 202 
NOON | / 
A 
' ‘© 2 "% ‘ . . hee . 7 
a. Supe \ 
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. af , : 
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ee 
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Ambrosino, Lillian. ‘Runaways. Boston: Beacon, 1971. 


In this book intended for a ssne:al audience, the 
author,.a journalist, describes the plight of a runzway 
youth for runaways themselves, their parents, and the ad-. 
visors or counselors to: both: Some of the major topics 
covered are the composition (numbers and..nature) of -:he 
runaway population, reasons for runninz away, a descrip- 
tion of problems facing youth on the rin, methods:-of sur- 
vival (including what to eat and where to Sleep), legal: 


and medical issues relazing to. runaways. and a listing of 


where-to -find help. A guide'to Travelers Aid locetions, 
halfway houses,. and hotlines by: state and city are in- 
cluded in the: appendix. A runaway is defined as.ée-y aoe 
youth under: 17 or 18 years old (depending on the state) 

who leaves. home ‘without. parental consent.  Ambrosino re- ~~ 
ports that in 1969 there were about. 500,000 runawavs.”*: 


“under 17 in the United States. Of this general popula~ 


‘Armstrong, Clairette P. 660 Runaway Boys. Boston: 


tion, about: one half were ‘girls, the average age was 15,°': 
most returned home within a week cf running away, 2nd 
one~half to.one-third were arrested. The author state== 
that running away can bea sign of gocd health, "an ir- 
itiation into adulthood", a sign of txeuble in the 220.4 3 
family, and/or a cry,for help. It is proposed’ that zu 7ming 


away ‘is not a police problem -but, instead, a family pz<>>lem 


which should. be solved by the family =hrough the heip . 


“various sccial agéncies. (see. also 17) 


é 


| 
| 


‘Badger, 1932. 


Armstrong; an émplovese of the ,Domest:i- Relations Ccurt 


of. New York City, writes about the 660 rumeway Luys szen at. 


New York Children's Clinic from 1926 to 1¢30. . The: runaways 
-in this book’ are delinquent children, age: 7 to 16 years; 


. neglected children before the courts were eliminated. Most 


of. the.runaways’ were before-the courts for some other charge 


besides. running. away; only 9% had no other charge. .Of the, 


‘total sample, 590 never left New York City and 79% -had run 


from home more than once.- The majority of ~easons for 
leaving involved emotional conflicts with authorities, 


‘either _at—sehool: ‘or’ home, Or scme excessive burden of re- 


Sponsibility.- "Wanderlust" was.a motive in 2.4% of the’ 


cases, while a -search of, self-assertion or. independence was _.. 


never given. as a reason. Escape from physical damage was 


‘the reason of some boys; 12%. ran away after a severe beating 


Lae os ® ; rt ata ——— 
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~ and 323 foared punishment, - Armstrong concludes eae: the 


; hormal intelligence. ABE also tay 


_ Beggs, Larry. Huckleberry's ‘for Runaways. New York; 


\ : ——— 


‘\ . ; Ft . * . “ 


precipitating factors which led boys to become runaways © 1 


“and delinquents include broken homes, family pathology, | \ 


cruelty, lack of supervision at home, poverty and .sub- 


' 


Bel Pepe rie, 1969. 


“The Reverend Beggs. describes the founding and. ‘deve- | 


lopment of one of the oldest runaway houses now in opera- -- 


tion in the United States. . During the first year after 
Huckleberry's for Runaways ‘opened in June, 1967, in the" 


". Haight- Ashbury section of San Fran ncisco, it had 664 


clients of which 448 were males,.. nd 216 females,. and. the 
average age was.15.3 years. Most unaways left home over-- 


expressed discomfort’ and pain centéred on the: family; 


most. had heard of the shelter on. the _ street and over one- 


half eventually went, home. * Beggs concludes that, sunning ci 


away is an S.0O.S. signal or an oe to change the 
situation, not permanently desert it" \\(p. 63) » He\ states 
that few youth. plan their flight. which\often appears to be 


an impulsive act ora. "désperate attempt to have -their 


\ 


feeling honored and to.achieve a. measuré | ‘of self-~determina- 


tion" (p.79). In other words, a runaway\\is “not just.es- 


caping stress ‘but .is taking the . initiative to- say something 
muss : :be done. \ : 


" 


beges, a founder and then ates: of’ Huckiebexy: S, 


‘includes the following items in his book: \(1) descriptions 


“of the runaway clients; . (2) procedures’ for Handling run= 
away) youth by the San Francisco: Juvenile institutions, (3) 


_ Blum, Jeffrey,'D., and Smith, Judith, senna La 


1970, they» oes the. staff of ponee tae oee ae the 


_. the /procedure at Huckleberry' s when a runaway or a parent | 


walks in, .(4), interviewS with runaways, (5) procedures for 
contracting and- negotiating with families of -the runaways, 
“and/ (6) an interview with a family. . Beggs points out that, 


running away is a family problem instead of a police pro- 
‘ble 
establishment’ of around-the-clock emergency ‘aid services 


Beggs'’ recommendations for the future include the . 


families and, pe OnE E EY resource: centers: for youth. 


~6 


Lose, DOS SOME. (ROCCO N ge TIT ties. 


\ 


After Blum and Smith graduated fvoat college - in June 
Co : 
oa yx ae _s aes 
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eee Fe 1 
a \ 
summer of 1970 in cambridge, Massachusetts, to help the 
thousands of transients in the Boston area. At t at 
time Sanctuary operated a storefront ecanseliing center, ° 


a hotline, and a hostel which gave free food and shelter 
to runaways and other transient youth..- Based on their - 


“counseling | and teaching. experiences, the authors present... 


case studies of 33 youth (12. females ,and 21 males) and 
their experiences. In the. group of youth described, 26. 


\; were of : ‘ages 13 to 19, one third were black, the majority 


{were from working class or lower middleclass families, 


—\and one-half were from” “the metropolitan: Boston area. —_The 


_ book discusses. the challenges: ‘and. Jay ths. of “street people". 
including runaway oe ee 

Ne 
an extreme rather: than an atypical mode. of ta 
(p.19), and that’ it is "often impossible to explain why 
~one\kid leaves home and another,.with pressures. that seem 


similar, remains" (p. 19). Sanctuary staff report that in 


most instances youth have’ run away. from home because of:a 


Specific incident such as: getting punished for smoking dope 
. Or for failing at school’ which is symptomatic of deeper 


and. more pervasive family. conflicts. Runaways ‘can’ be: 
eeu pees oee. two categories--those. who do and do not have: 
a a "in any human sense of the word to go ‘back. to" 


(p.. 32). The authors strongly urge that runaways must not: 


Por ‘solely a’ legal, problem. but "what should be legally. 


"recognized are the. reasons why kids sometimes’ can't. live in 
their: homes, situations. which may cause kids much. more harm 
_ than the act of running away" (ps 44). With respect to run- 


, away servicés, the authors. give ‘the following guidelines 


i for counseling runaways: (1) “The: first. priority. is to make’ 
| contact with the kid: to tell her who you are; to. find out 


who she is; to find Out why she came. to you". (p. 19); (2) 


‘Use all available'ciues, including fantasies-as a°guide to 


understanding the youth; and (3) "It is crucial to take , 
seriously the complaints. and dilemmas which kids present 


‘ rather than ‘treating them as the result of a bundle of. 


‘Freudian complexes" . (p. 23), In those cases where’ reinte- . 


gration With. the family is desired, family. counseling or 


' therapy house be used in addition to: ‘the youth' Ss counsel- 
‘ANG. ; Yh, aso, : Goa ; 


5 
‘Boston: “HEREC, 1973. 


Bock | and angileany June 1971 outage graduates, write 


\._ The authors point out: chat’ running: away "seems to be - 


Bock, Richard, and English; abigail. | Got Me'on aa 


about runaway veueh and. their experiences ‘in ‘the Boston | area. 
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, county, Ohio, ‘with a matched group (on sex, race, grade. 
_..level, and residential demograph). of 82 volunteer non~-run-.. 
“aways. from six public high schools in the same area. ~The. 

. constituent: traits of both groups or 164 individuals’ were \: 


ale ee 


The authors' Gece: seiens and recéitiendations ‘are based’ on 
their conversations with sixty runaways during the fall | 
and winter of 1971-1972 at youth. counseling centers in 

the Boston area and from their experiences. as part-time 
counselors at the- “Sanctuary Hostel in Cambridge: and the 


Place Runaway ‘House in Boston: Becausé there were many 


runaway youth of working-class homes in Boston in the 


early 1970's Bock and English conclude'that the publicized | 


image of -runaways as alienated’ middle class youth is mis- 
leading. The first section of the book contains case 


_ Studies of twelve- runaways' experiences at home, at school, 


on the street, in. runaway houses and in juvenile institu- | 
tions. In addition to the. youth's own story, most of these 


_. narratives include the accounts of parents, teachers, 
' counselors.and legal officials wHo-know~the youth. The 


book's second section critically examines the social. ‘insti- 
tutions which have the’ greatest impact on the lives of : 
runaway youth~-the family, schools, and the law. Suggestion 
and recommendations for effective policies towards runaway 


youth. are made. 7 : _ & . . ; 9 


- — 
wo” 
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Dp! Angelo, Rocco. .Families of: Sand: qt 


A’ Report Conéernin 
Flight of Adolescents from Their.Families. .Columbus, 
Ohio: ener of Social Work, Ohio State Naren \ 
1974. = 


sia SY 
% 


D! maaetie ana oe colleagues at the School ‘of. Sociai 
Work at: Ohio Staté University report a study in which they 
compared. 82 ‘runaways in institutional settings in Franklin, 


‘s, 


\ 


as follows: 51. 33° female, 48.7% male; -74. 43 white, 25.6% ° * 


black; 56% urban ;" 44%-suburban; and méan age,’15.9 years 


for runaways, 15. 4 years: for non—runaways. | Comparisons 
between the runaway group and non- runaway control group 
were made in the. following areas: ‘home’ life, ' religion, | 
school, self- concept, relating to peers. . Running. away is 


described as “another symptom of escalating incidence. of 


family breakdown" in the United States ‘in the early 1970! Si 
The author states that "the :runaway group presents the ° 
image of multi-problem families ‘with unstable relations * 
between family members~(particularly . the partnts). aggra~ ~ 


NN 


“ vated: by poor interpersonal. communication, great™ security. 


about the future, and living for the: Satisfaction fe) 


+ 
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a 
argued with parents more “about "friends", and "avoided 


more structured or programmed activities. Extensive re- 
commendations for:.dealing with the runaway problem are 
made .according to thrée major themes: : (1) help families 
in’ “trouble: by ‘having. crisis. oriented services and reach- 
‘out Programs for one- parent and step~parent families; (2) 
<ccimprove the.:school* environment by providing more alter- 
“hatives; (3). reform the juvenile ‘justice system by intror 


_ ducing more flexibility. -(Includes extensive bibliography 
“On. oRMnaWays., juvenile delinquency | and other related topics.) 
. \ : : 


: me 7. aoe a oo « aie 

: f ; i ; . a . : new ates rs é . 

~~"Kanner, Leo. Child Ps Sisk (3Fa ‘ed. y. . Renae 
"n, ThLingis:- Cyc. Thomas, 1957. ew oY, Sea 


e In the sition “on” ‘delinquency is this book, child:. 
—plychiatris t Kanner. discusses running away from home 


.as-an Wnusual, "atypical" phenomenon. He states that. ' 


Lome 


Ss reasons for Running away are (1) an unpleasant home,” 


Rae d-unfairnesss s(scapegoating) . -In addition, a. = 
ve. of. adventure" is\often ‘a- factor. | . fugue, . wandering 
oe, in, 2. "condition. ef clouded consciousness", is a special. 


“form. Of running ‘away - which is found mainly in cases of. 
Nn. Schizophireniay “hysteria. -and . epilepsy s, , 


te 


YX a. ee eee aN a — a _ * . " by . = ran 7 
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\. Minchan~2., . Boy and ek? “Tramps: of America. New York: 
ere Grosset, and - Dunlap, | ee co ee. 


\ 
Mah 
a 


... Dar ine: the: early 1930's sociologist. ‘Minehan posed | as 
Se eau and thavelled with. transient youth in train cars © 

“Ext ie “jungle” camps" to mission shelters.  Minehan's find- 
oe ings and impressions of transient youth from 509.‘case 


histories (493 males, 16 onal es) and 956 interviews 
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(884 maies, 72. females) are presented in his book. The- - 


large majority:.of youth: and adults o: the road during 
the post-depression years left home because of hard ~~ 
times.caused by economic problems. -The majority were 
from the industrial eastern. cities _and stayed within a 
500 mile radius of where. ‘they left home. There were 


“very few rural or farm boys in the transient youth popu- — 


lation. Minehan vividly. describes how the transient 
youth got food and clothing and. where. they. slept during 
these hard times. Begging was the most common occupation 
"on the bum'’. To survive on the road oné needed to be - 


quick, alert, gutsy and physically-.strong: Minehan 


Lg 


‘presents an historical analysis of vagabondage which > points __ 
out how most societies in social chaps have large groups of 
homeless: wanderers. _.To service the large transient youth , 
‘population of, the 1930! s, Minehan retommends the establish- 
Inent Of. youth camps to train youth. for a complex social « 


“e~—Tife and its preerenS. 


“Murphy, Patrick T. Our Kindly - Parent--the State: The 


Juvenile gusiiee ay Sta and wee It Works. New york: 
“Viking, 1974. 


‘In this. ‘book, Murphy, chief attorney et the Juvenile 


“Legal. Aid Society in Illinois. in the early-1970's, describes. 


the operation of the juvenile justice system'in-Illinois and 
“his struggle via legal channels to’ change manyiof its pro- 
cedures. Even though one chapter is entitled "Runaways: and ° 
the Courts," the treatment of runaways. and -othér :children. 
considered "minors in need of. supervis ion"-is documented 

in’ illustrative case studies. throughout’ the book. ola ge 
the excellent goals of the original reformers and the 

lofty language of juvenile court Codes," Murphy states enak 
"the simple’fact is that after ‘seven decades,..juvenile. courts 
are a failure,".for they “have deprived children of orocedur- | 
o ies de and aes taken away their . liberty" (p. 9). , 


; Murphy doses ies the efforts of. his. office to litigate - 
coc ‘both the. state and federal’ courts concerning the follow- 
“ing Priority areas: “(1).the incarceration of youth’for ~ 
running away from home,’ (2) the Separation of children Fro: 

. parentsyon- "neglect" charges when in fact. the parents were 
merely poor and not-simply neglectful, (3) thé: procedural] 
‘defects in the system, such as the refusal of the ‘court ito 
inform parents and children of the consequences of certain 


~44- 


/ 5 : 
admissions, (4) the questionable "rehabilitative", pro- 
‘cedures of juvenile institutions, such as isolation 
'and drug treatments, and (5) the "dumping" of "neglected" 

children in ‘state and out-of-state institutions. Murphy 
concludes that "with the exception of the small percent- 
age of youngsters legitimately charged with serious felony 
offensés, most of the children and families dragged be’ ore 
the court today are’there. for. reasons closely related to | . 
“Yacial attitudes and poverty": and that "the court. is ex- 
pected to become some type of social instrument to resolve 
_-the problems that lack ‘of money caused" (p. 172). ; 


10 ; : ape ‘ ; a 
“O'Connor, Z.C. ‘The Runaway Bo in’ the Correctional School. 
New York: Teacher's College, Columbia University, 1938. 
In 1929-1930 psychologist O'Connor conducted a study ~ 
comparing runaways to non-runaways at thé Children's Village 
-in Dobbs Ferry, New York, a training school for 400 boys, 
ages 6-16.. A group of 119 boys who had runaway from school 
were compared in 1929-1930 and six years later with a con- 
trol group of 125 boys who had never. run from the school 
. during ‘one year of residence. Even though the only statis- 


“jbical significant difference between the two groups ‘was’ age 


adjusted to the institution, most used to running away 


“". (the' runaways e institution the. runaways tended.'to be iess 


before correstional. s¢hcol; less socially flexible, and 
“without many interests. Reasons given for running away 
includeé lack of fairness.at the institution, desire to see | 
family, unhappy ‘at school, problems with authorities, 
pressure of group runaways, .and merit system. : The runaways 
adjustment'‘after the institution tended .to be--inferior to 
that of the, non-runaway. , a a 

ll: . a 
Robey, Ames. The runaway girl. In O.* Pollak: and’A:-Friedman 


(Nds.):, Family Dynamicd and Female Sexual Delinquency. - 


Palo Alto: Science and Behavior Books; 1969... 


.Based on his work with two Massachusetts ‘court clinics, 
psychiatrist Robey discusses the characteristics of running 
away, one of the most frequent forms of acting-out in che* ~ 
adolescent girl. Running away is defined-as “leaving home 
without permission for at least Overnight, with .the -stated. 
intent to run away" (p. 128). Robey emphasizes that running - 
away’ for adolescent girls, "far from being a childish ar re 
escapade, is almost invariably fniicative of éxténsive ‘and: | 


_ severe individual 
recognizing that 
“variety of intole 
that "in a large 
indication that t 
the unconscious t 
her father, the f 
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and family pathology" (p. 127). After 
running away can result from a wide 

rable home situations, Robey points out © 
Proportion of cases, there is considerable. 
he girl runs away from home to. ward off - 
hreat of an incestuous relationship with. 


ear Of resultant dissolution of the 


‘family, and the concurrent depression "(p.. 127). ° Two case 


studies are prese 
family interactio 
running away. 
With respect 
mends that the ma 
dynamics and ont 
, difficult and com 
-yond the time tha 
' feels necessary" . 
both thé mother.a 
“made but "prognos 
‘remain guarded" ‘ 
-\term results are 
dolescent runawa 


frequently marrie 
(S 


e also 69) 


_in this book 
Qn numerous, inter 
the adolescént) po 


oie bebeds O° 
==“Tapping categorie 
~~ and concludeés/ tha 
- people in thi/s "y 
» to show that ‘the 
“quite unlike tho 
describes the-lat 
author was’-a\.memb 

\ compares it with 
high school stude 
‘the ""would>Be-bea 
di€ferentthan th 
dicho Uy beeyech 
re day oa 
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nted as illustrations of the pattern of 
ns_ associated with adolescent girls' 


to the treatment process, Robey recom- 
jor emphasis should be placed "on the 
he observed fact that treatment:is’ |. 
plicated,’ and must be continued far be-. 

t either the girl or the referring agency 
(p. 137).° With treatment which involves 
nd daughter, striking improvements -can. be 
is for a successful adult adjustment must: 
dD. 137). Wituout treatment, the “long- . 
almost always undesirable". (p. 137); the - 
y girl tends to leave school early and 

s early before the age .of consent. 
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ibi.’ The Runaway Generation. - New York: McKay, 


the author gives her impressions, based 
views with youth on the two cnasts, about: 
pulation of the’ late 1960's.- Wein. divides 
£ the late sixties into three, non-over- 
s--dopers, street-dwellers, and radicals--, 
t there are really. no "peaceniks" or "love" 
Oounger-than-hippie generation." In order 
teenagers of tthe late 1960 period are. 
se'of previous generations" (p. 26), Wein 
e fifties' high school scene,. of which the 
er, ‘in a suburban Philadelphia town and 
the attitudes, beliefs and behavior of 
nts ten years later. She points. out: that | 
t- generation" of the fifties was quite 
e youth of the hippie' generation; "the — 
beat and square was not one of the 


eS age ee ee a 
| 


eet 


Revolutionary versus the Pig, the Peace Marcher versus 

the Hawk; or. even the turned on awareness versus. the 

closed off" but the battle of the fifties' teenagers . 
was one "of and against the middle class: the unique, | 
the individualist, the non-conformis# versus the medio- 

cre, the ordinary" (p. 63). ; : ge RO ae 5 


.One major issue on which Wein focuses in her des- 
criptions of the sixties' youth from both coasts is drug 
use, “the most easily measurable index of this, generation's 
Gifferentness" (p. 77).. Wein Classifies the youth she met 
on the streets inte three categories:, (1). Trippies--youth 
without a commitment to or even an understanding of the 
street’ scene who are on the street "looking for action" but’ 
return to their homes at night after "tripping", (2) Street 
Kids--youth dropouts from society whc have committed them-. 
selves to a street life of few comforts, \panhandling and 
wandering like the older established street. population, - 
and (3) Runaways--youth who are on the street temporarily . 
after deciding on: "the spur of the moment"\to leave home 
"aftor weeks or months or years of miséry over a home or. . 
school situation, after frustration, irritation, torture, ; 
“boredom, depression, whim "(p. j183). -Wein points out . 
that a runaway youth has made a \independent ‘decision to 
“run to something or away from s méiAing, usually out of a 


very basic commitment to him/hey self and his/her desires, 
needs and possible desperations. Some of the roblems of _.. 
youth on the run, as well as the ecrvices of thé Diggers . 
in Los' Angel: s and the Huckleberry House\in San Francisco, : 
are briefly described. From her informal, \study Of yotith, 
Wein concludes that adolescent tevolt is not a hatural %. 
stage of development ‘but a Situation that socifty. creates, 
by not giving, youth responsivility and independen 1 SOON 
enough. 4 a -s 
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PROFESSIONAL JOURNALS (ENGLISH) © = 
13 , | | 
' Ambrosinc, Lillian. | Runawe =. « Zay's Ecucation, 1971, 60, 


26-23. : 


<=. “Ambrosino, a free-lance write- and Setiee briefly describes — 
““ the plight of runaways. in the United States..today. A runaway is 
>any person below a” specified sage limit who, has left his, legal ~ 
_, residence without the knowledgé, or consent of his parents or © 
_,.. Quardians". (p. 26). The age limit, which varies fran state to 
\\ state, is usually 18. Reliable statistics on runaways are hard 
, | | to-obtain. Most estimates are baséd on missing person: récords 
~" or police arrest files. It is reported: that in 1970 at least 
. One-half a million youth under'18 ran\ away. - Ambrosino points . 
, | out that ‘anyone who helps a rumaway can be prosecuted for. con- 
| tributing to the delinquency of a minor. The so-called "street 
runaways" ~ the desparate, rootless,: and chronic runners who 
Stay away ~ are the hardest to reach.’ In 1970 only, five cities 
\ had halfway houses, while most cities 'had hotlin ciand free 
seme (See also 1) ie re 2. eae 
Armstrong, Clairette; P. A shyttioneurobie reaction of delinquent . 
boys and.girls. Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, ” 
1937, 32, 329-342. a Oo a 8 
_ ‘The author, employed by the Domestic’ Relations Court. of 
New York City, describes youths who are arraigned as delinquents 
_ in children’s courts for running away from home or another place | 
of abode. From the. approximately 8,000 elinquents (ages 8 - 15) ° 
who were seen by the. Children's Division £ the New York City 
court each year, 660 renaway. boys; descri 92a in Armstrong: (1932); 
and 122 runaway girls located in court tlinic records for 1932= 2 
1933 were’ compared and described. Of these 780. runaways, the Aon 
average age was 13 - 1 years for boys: and 14 ~ 4. years for AO 
‘girls; the average Stanford-Binet score was about 77; about 
\ 68% were behind grade levei in school; about 44% were from: ,; 
~>- \nbroken hames and 20% fram foster hames;- 60% of the girls 
and’.87% of the boys ran away alone, and; 28% of the girls and . 
'- 79% of the boys had run away more than once. Armstrong describes 
running away aS a."psychoneurotic" reaction. ‘She States that 
’- "running away from home is ‘a strong intimation of amore-or — 
‘\less -continuous state of fear, distress and insecurity, aroused 
by various stimuli, fram which crystallize an unfortunate and 
unstable make-up". (p. .332); Ammstrong concludes that home. _ 
deserters are generally ."offspring of a low level df Population, 
the majority immigrants , \who. establish ‘unwholesome hones which - 


See 
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= s too ‘often ‘marked by pees pene ree i yalitey Ajannen and 


seen AA io Cia y, . sell Gsicy py Masao ai 
poor standards generally; where the stress of existence in a= 
difficult urban. environment causes disruption of the family - 
and added disaster to the child, who, because of innate \ 
intellectual inferiority, cannot shoulder the. burden of his 
: _Scholastic and social environment" (pgs. 340-341). ice oe 2). 


is: ; 
Baer, Danie] J. Taxonomic classification of nade delinquents 
fran autobiographical data and subsequent recidivism. 


Journal of Eero ieay 1970, 1 wy 27- 31. 


Baer,.a menber of the psychology department of Boston | ay 
College, describes a’ ‘study in which 60 adjudicated Massachusetts \ 
"males", (ages 154 - 17) who had no.severe psychopathology or wa Be ‘ 
mental retardation were given a 75 item self-report - Biographical - ‘ 
Questionnaire one month prior.to.- parole and one year later. 
A taxonomic analysis” of the data revealed three groups. een 
there were no significant associations between the groups and 
recidivism, a. trend was noticed: the group lowest in recidivism 
had the lowest portion of ‘stubborn children and runaways and 
the highest incidence of eee ree OESELOSTS is 


16. \ Oa : og 
“Balser, | B.H. «A behavior problen--runaways. Paychiatric Quarterly,’ 
-1939, 13, he 557, a a 
et “Basan the runaways of a ages : seen at the peychi- 
atric clinic of the New York Traveler's Aid Society. Of 300 
‘. cases at the clinic, 89 were "behavior ‘problem, - runaways"; 59, 
. schizophrenics; and 35, mentally defective. The reasons for’ 
' the 89 individuals ‘running away were’ the’ following: hereditary © 
Or emotional factors in the hame (26), broken hames-children 
(1S), young wives ‘and mothers (13), undetermined (10), eer 
insecurity (9), specified. physical and mental disorders (8), 
adventure (4). Of the 89 runaways; 74 (83%) were under 21 ee 
‘old with. the peak age being seventeen (14 cases). Balser states. 
that running’ away" ‘can be a positive step in ae solving 
for an ‘individual. t. : _ 
17 ‘ . . , 
Belkin,‘ Alice. Why: boys run away from hone (Abstracts. on Theses) .. 
* - Smith - College. je. Studies in acetal Work, 1940, il, _132- 133.. 


For her masters thesis ‘in: social work, ‘Belkin investigated 
the case histories of 11 boys ‘(ages 9-16) who were brought to 
: . the Judge Baker Guidance Centér in Boston because they frequentiy.., 
‘t° 4; Yan away. 411 ‘these boys . were ineurotic’ and aggressive, and ex- ev 
hibited disturbed relationships with adults ‘as-well:as abnormal) 
peychoseyual development. mm ay case’ the boy' Ss relationship" | 


1 


een 


o.. 
ERIC 


o.. 
ERIC 


___Were more. peccicleue ative in. treaument . 


with fF Spseeae Was disturbed Qand anbivalent. ily one case 


" was suncessriiiy treated. -The prognosis for treatment was poor 


since wie boys responded to amxiety in a treatment session by 


. unr neg away. 


Blood, Linda, and D'Angelo, Rocco. A progress research report 
on value issues in conflict between rinaways and their 


parents. oun Of na -and the a 1974, 36, 
seer a te ie 


Blood (affiliated with the ieseeretey of Rhode: Island) 
and D'Angelo (affiliated with the School of Social Work, Ohio 
State University) describe the results of a pilot study which 
was designed to develop "an instrument that could discriminate 
between minor as opposed to major themes.in conflictual bée- 


_ havior found in ‘parent-chi ld interaction" (p. 486). The study: 


involved 60°runawa, youth fran.a larger iunaway. study conducted —-~ 
during 1972+1973 (see 6) and 50 non-runavay youth who were-Aon- 


rancomly selected and substantially different from the runaways 
.in.4 variety of ways. There was a signif icant differer:ce in 


responses between the runaway and non-runaway youth On 1S 
(8 minor and 7 major) out of: the 39 items (21 minor and 18 major) 
of: the Value Issue Scale. Runaways, as carpared, ‘£0, non~runaways, 


_ Showed ‘more intensity of conflict on the issues as well as con- 


flict on a broader range of issues. The authors conclude that - 
the mmaways' responses suggest that key ‘issues for runaways 
are those of parental acceptance, parental r cn-expression of» 
love, and parents’ failure to listen. and communicate. (See ~ 
also 6): 


. Canaday, Louis J. A way of predicting the probable outcome. 


of treatment of young children who run away. (Abstracts of 
- Theses) . - Snith. collier. Studies _in Social Work, 1990; ‘ll, 
134, — 


_For her masters thesis in.social work, Canaday, at the 

ingis Institute for Juvenile Research, studied 28 white 

runaway\children under 12 years of age, whose cases had.bean _ 
treated ad subsequently closed by the Social Services Depart-— 
ment ~ during. the 1930's. Canaday. reports the following Significant. | 
facts: theres ‘were six boys for each: girl; their” ‘ages were equally 
distributed between 7.and 11 years, .and-most had. alow intelligence 
score. Two cases showed significant: improvement; 9, slight, im-. 


provement; 12, no improvement; and. 5 dropped: treatment. The 


author points, out how the parental atti tude towards the runaway 
event .determines their attitude towards treatment. The: parents | 
(about two-thirds) who had x jecting attitudes. tae wards treat— - 

ment viewed running a a a symptan of - the. chilid' s unhappiness 


‘or maladjustment ta imcomprehensikle. behavitor;. as ‘part of a 


delinquency pattern, or aS a family trait. Thosé parents who : 
Saw wunning away ag ia s ay! mptan of their CT 5 ‘failure as pees is 
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20° 
Chamberlin, Cecil R. Rumning 


2 «vav during psychotherapy. Bulletin 
of the Menninger Clinic, 1960, 24\ 288-294. 


Bc 
In this article psychiatrist Chamberlin presents'a case 
study of a 14-year-old boy who ran away. from a state hospital. 


The author discusses the implications of naming away for the 
relationship between the therapist and patient. 


This analysis 
of the sympton of ruming away illustrates that the action met”, 
four needs of the boy: (1) need to show independence, (2) need 
to be loved, (3) need to raise self-esteem, and (4) neéd to 

’. express aggression toward. authority. a - = 
_ Clarke, R.V.G. Approved ‘school bby absconders and corporal 
puniskment . 


_punistment. British Journal of Criminolopy, 1966, 6, 
364-375. : fe . 
, \ 
oe A esd 
Clarke, an M.A. research worker \at the Kingswood Classifying 
and Training Schools in Bristcl, Englana, 


reports on the relation- 
_ ship between cerpotal punishment (caning) and absconding from the 
- , Kingswood Classifying School for the.period 1960-1964. \Absconding  ° 
.is:defined as "any occasion of being absent from the school without . 
' permission, irrespective of duration of absence" (p. 365)\. “During... 
the five “vear’time period Studied, percent cf admissions absconding 
ranged from'9.48% (1962) to 16.26% (1964),,\and the percent\of “re-- 
‘covered abscondings: caned'' ranged from 55.81 (1963). to 76% (1960) . 
From his analyses, Clarke concludes that.a Boy was more likely to 
have been cane for absconding if (1) he had\m away with others 
“rather thari by himself, (2) he had: committed »ffenses while on the 
, tim for which he was not-charged by the police, and (3) he had\ been 
"-° gone for one day. . Furthemmore, caning was: not \related to..(1) the 
~ number of times previously absconded, (2) age, '\(3) recidivism, (4) 
_ ‘the number of days after admission in school, (5) caning for ap 
* vious abscondinz. and (6) the number of other, abScondings in the 


re- 
pe-iod prior .to’ the boy's recovery: | (Sée: also 2 


eo, OO) % a . 
. ‘ : i . 
Seasonal, and other environmental abpects of \ 
absconding by approved school, boys. British Journal of a 
Criminology, 1967,,7, 195-202. . 


NS 


a . 
Clarke,. R.V.G. 


an 


ae 
vs 


oo In:this article Clarke; an "M.A. research’worker at ‘the , “e 

“\ Hingswood Classifying<and Training Schools in Bristo , England, 

x \aariines the environmental factors related to absconding from 

~ “the\Kingswood Classifying School for boys for the five. year 

:. period, 1969-19€4. “Absconding is: defined as "being absent: © * 

" from School without pemmission,’ irrespective of duration of \ 

cae (p.. 196). Of the 4,096 admissions to the schook = 0), 
a aah a five ‘Year’ phrid, ‘cheré.\were, 610 lubscondings by: 476 boys..: 4: 

. i. , oe i 
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Clarke a cludes that euaiegniese (1) -increased in the winter, 


which is best explained by the increase in hours of dariness. 

(2) kav not related to rainfall” and (3) was slightly affected 

by the distance of the oy! S home area. (See also 21, 23, 60) ' . 
23. 


 Ciarke, R.V.G. - Absconding and adjustment to the training scheol. 
British Journal of Criminology, 1968, 285-295. 


Clarke, an M.A. research worker at the Kingswood Classifying 
.and Training Schcois in Bristol, Englend, foliowed the records 
_of 822 boys sent from the Kingswood Classifying School into 
various. training schcols in 1963. In the sample of 822 boys, 
86 (10.5%) absconded from Kingswood and 318 (38.7%) absconded 
at least once in training school. Of these 318, 46 (5.6% . eee 
of ex 822) were persistent absconders , defined aS s-those- “who 


echeol (p. 287). From: his analyses, Clarke concludes dha 


~ boys who mm away from one. “iastitution will-generally run away aie ee 


fram another. Specifically in this study, chose boys with se 
«hsconding. records in classi? ying school and thos boys who 


. na previously been to a training school were more ‘Nkely to ' 


ke absconders (especially persistent ones} from training¢.schools. ee 
Furthermore, boys who were persistent absconders fram train 
school were most oftén sent to another approved school or to 


= 
- a detention center rather than receive a normal release “HnGER a ~ 
supervision.” (See also 21, 22, 60). 
24 _ *  ecind, a ae 


Coleman, Richard, Racial, differences in eS Psychological 
Reports: 1°68, 22(1), Seiseee a 
In this study runaways ° a Lyman ‘School, a training in- 
stitution for male delinquents | fran 11 to 17 ‘years of age, . 
were described and compared by race, age, and; total time as 
inmates. From a population of 4 , 748 male delinquents , there 


| Were 458 white and 58 black (total = 516) runaways during the 


five year period from September, 1960, to August, 1965. A 

"runaway" refers: to "any boy who left or attempted to leave the ncaa 
school without permission, who fled fram staff. personnel while a 
in transit, or who did not returm as scheduled to the institution eee 
following a visit to his hane".(p. 321). Although the blacks had ee al 
been in the insti tution for a slightly longer time (6.2 months , 
as carpared to 7.0 months) the mean age- -Of the runaways in both 


* groups was 14. g. years. Black inmates~accounted for significantly 


fewer runaways; - they represented 24, 6% of the total institution’ Ss. 
‘ population and only 11.2% of all runaways. 
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35 . ms eo 
Crystal, Vavid, and Sold, z<win H. 2A social work mission to 
. “hippieland. Cidiidh en, 1969, 16(1), 28-32.- a * 
in the "simmer of love” (2 967) i San Francisco the bay 


area Jewish Welfare Federation Sponsored a special ‘project 
under, ‘he joint auspices cf the United Jewish Cammnity Centers 
(Gc14, evecutive cirec: tor) and the Jewish Family Service Agency 
(Crystal, Airector’. The project hired a female social worker 
am? participank observer to work with the "hippies", including 
runaway youth, in the Haigh t-Asbury area. The socfaj. -orker 
found: that most of the large number. of: “ippies" “meis 
in the..siummer of 1967 were hetiemen + - - of :. =, oe 

“majority heing between 77 A - larce number were fran . 
Jew * mds si : The runaways seen by the 

ba: Wi ciparnt-oheerves- are sae ‘mentioned — where they 

aa OF ty, why ctl rt. and where they were referréd for 

services,, Most of the article, is concerned with the authors' 


impr essions Of hippies and the iippie movement. “Hippies are 
Characterized as today, 's young Pohemians who ' ‘represent a 
protest’ age inst depersonalization, Garputerized thinking and 
‘doing, and abeye all, the distortion between people's daily 
pave? and their alleged ethics ani values" (p. 32). 
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2% ee : ~ 
—p-—-English, Clit gaa ord « Rage) heme: A “YF sxology of runaways 
Societ: yo oo ‘0, 24, : 


“Tnglish presente his perceptions alsout runaways Peet his 
experienons ag a‘counselor at Ozone House, a drop-in center for 
runaways in- Ann Arbor, Michiaan, an the: early 1970'S. 7° 


on interviews and cbse atin . F over 80 cu 78 frou 

Augnst; 1970, to following typology of runaways 

was Conshruet.. .  joaterss, unaways, solitters, a »  .oad i 
ireaks. The floaters, those that 1-2turn homelafter. a few 

“days; are the largest arcig: of the adolescent : streak culture, . i 


: A runaway is distinavished from a flonter by the longer-time . ers 
he/she stays away, Some of the reasons why youths. nm away_ 
\ee “healthy” such as getting ont ot a destructive family 
jtuation. Other youth run to keep a secret or unshared 
ordklen such as pregnancy or to call attention and bring hel ip 
co anNunhappy Family situation. "The splitters" refers to a = 
MoCL FIA pattern oF runaways who stay home after returning .. 
each ~ time Sutil they become “bored", when they split just "for 
\ fhe hell of Xe" ick to the deviant subculture. The’ hard road 
——— “Ereaks: are theSetreet. Jeaders, usually, 17-20 years_old, 
totally reje “acid the . ees world" and have been gone for 
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27 
Farring-cn, Donale s. william, and Mackay, James R. 
Coservations on iidren from a residential. setting. 
-2 


Cuild welfare, 1963, 42, 286 


om 


_ The authors, a psych hdatri ist and two sccial. workers, Gescribe 
8 mmaways (22 boys and 6 girls) fren Spaulding Youth Center 
in Tilton, New Hampshire, an cpen residential institution for’ 
the care and treatment of emotionally disturbed chiléren. The 
youth describ=i had been cone frox the ceriter without permission 


as NM 


ut 


for. a cam: total of 85 occas. ors for periods ranging from 
Several . + nineteen days... The average age of the runaways 
wran admitwed to the center was 13.5 vedrs. The avchors con- 

clude fram tReir -:linical .okservati- is tat "there is no single 
causal factc: - ..y.iain the runaway behavior of this group of : 
children" (.. 287}. Four major constr-cts explaining why 


children rar. away from the center. are described: (1) crisis 
situations, (2) attention-cetting, (3) withdrawal, (4) impaired. 
family relationships. The grow of runaways in the ' ‘impaired = 
family relationships" class was the 1 larcest and most complex. 
Methods of winaging runaway children in a residential setting 
are discussei. The authors state that a larce number of chil- . 
7 Gren who have: dealt with their home problems by. running avay 
-can be helpec in a residential setting by using the runaway - 
behaviors therapeutically to help the child. understane -his 
relations Srp to Fis family. 


28 a me, a 

Fortier, Rancinii MM, apsaychic and envirenmental factors in 
running away from hie, American Journal of Orthepsychiatry, . 
1962,.32, 4°6-491. aa 


Foster. ole | chor oi th. :onpation Department Psychiatric 
Clinic ink vwuyeles, studied runaways, vho were brought before: . 
the Juvenile Court. The term "running away" is defined as e 

"an absence: fram hare, of any duration, at any time prior to 

the clinic study, which the subject himself refers to or accepts 
reference to as running away fron home" (p. 487)... Of 225 cases 
(144 boys ‘and: 81 gixls) referred to the clinic in 1959-1960, 
there were 102 runaways (50 boys and 52 girls). ~The major 
portion of the study concerns the-extensive canparison of 100... 
runaways (54 boys, 46 girls) with 75 nonruna way Gelinguents 

seen by the author at the clinic. The most impressive significant 
difference between the experimental and control groups was the 
larger incidence of eafliér parent-child separation’ for both 

the boy (49 out of 54 bases) and girl (42 out of 46 cases) 
‘funaways. The most freauent parent-child separation involy ac: 
‘the child's father before the child was five; without subse- 
quent returm of the father. In- addition the: runaway Group. dis- 
played more paysicat aggression and opep sexual activity in the 
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-across the country. 


She 


home, more step-parents or adoptive parents, more mobility, 

more avert parental rejection of child, more truancy and deviant 
sexual behaviours.. The author concludes’ that one important im- 
plication of his finding is the reaffirmation of the view that 
delinquent behavior is "a function of distrubed parent-child 
relationships rather than’ more remote environmental factors 
Such as neighborhood characteristics" -(p. 490). 


29 ae i . 
Golaberg, Martin. The runaway Americans. Mental Hygiene, 
1972, 56 (Winter), 13-19. 


rsychiatrist Goldberg reports a study, carried out at 


. the Traveler‘s Aid Society of Philadelphia, of "people in 
“flight" - "people who have made or are carrying out. unplanned 


geographical movements"  (p. 13). Fram 1000 clients for 

which some data.was collected, about 230 were classified as 

flight pecple, about 275 as first flight people, and about 
259.as controls. “The flight group consisted of-people who Be 4 . 
had “carried out at least three unplanned or very poorly cae 
planned geographic moves in the five years prior to contactinc.. 
Philadelphia Travelers Aid Society’ (p. 14). No clients 

under 16 years. of..age were included in the study; 16% of the | 

flight group, 18% of the control group, and 17.5% of the-first . 

flight group were under 2C.years old. The-first flight (71%): 

and flight (78%) groups were disproportionately high in males _ 

compared to the control group. (553). : 


While there was no significant difference between the 
flight group ard controls in education or socioceconamic class, - 
the flight group were more often ( p¢.01) Alivorced-ar ‘separated, ; 
had more often (p< .01) never owned their own home, were living. 
currently withcut paying for lodging (p< .001), and tended to - 
have keen unemployed fram one to three years or to have held’ 
eight or more different jobs in the past five years (p’.01).° 
Pram the clinical observations and tests,-the flight people 


, Were noted as having patterns of excessive and chronic dependency ," 
low and limited frustration tolerances, marked impulsivity, and 
‘:Sa marked tendency to misrepresent themselves. In addition, | 
“ithe “flight clients were generally "loners" and had significantly 


more diagnoses of mental illness, chiefly psychoses or personality 


disorders. Goldberg recammends that "half-way" house facilities . 
for "flight" people should be available in the major urban areas © 


1aneie:, John, and Dean, Robert.D. The runaway: person, - 
problem cr situation? Crime and Delinquency, 1973. 
19(4), 539-544. (Also in United States Senate, Hearings 
on Runaway Youth before the Subcommittee to Investigate 
Juvenile Delinquency of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
92nd Congress, 1st session. Pp. 233-238. January 13-14, 
1972). Lo 


8S 


: Goldmeier, an associate professor at Maryland's ‘School of 

\ Social Work and Canmmmnity Planning, and Dean, a M.S.W. juvenile 

‘probation counselor in Montgamery County, Maryland, describe | 
a, study in which they compared 57 youths (20 Loys and 37 girls, 
ages 12-18), who ran away fran home in Montgomery-County, Maryland, 
in the summer of 1971 with 68 .non-runaway youths (25 hoys and 43 

'. girls). -A mmaway is'defined as "a boy or girl wro left hamne 
without parental permission" (p, 541). Results of a self-admin- 
istered, confidential questionnaire completed by the youths suggest 
that "runaway behavior reflects a camplex of factors and that an. _ 
overly narrow focus on either the runaway or his situation is 
insufficient as a basis for understanding and helping him" (p. 543). 


Only three of fourteen identifying demographic questions re- 
vealed significant differences between runaways and non-runaways. 
“Runaways tended tobe older than non-runaways, in vocational 
and non-academic pregrams.at school and fran hames where“one—_ 
of the natural parents was absent" (p. 541). The two groups: a 
—~Wwere not different on variables such as number of children in ; 
family, sex, sibling camposition in family, and parent occupation 
or income level. In addition, mmaways (1) tended to feel like. 
running away when upset, (2) received poorer grades and had more. 
differences with teachers in school, (3)° tended to be less at _ 
ease at home and less warm towards their parents, .and (4) turned 

to peers when in trouble. All the youth in the study had reason- 
ably high self-concepts and were quite positive about their problem- —, 
solving abilities and peer relationships. The authors conclude . 
that “it may be possible to view the runaway act as a situational 
_tesponse and a positive aspect of coping, where- support is sought 
fram peers rather than fram the adult-daminated environment of 

-..the family or the school" (p. 543). , 


31. 7 ns we 
_ Gordon, James S. Coming together: Consultation with young 
, people. Social Policy, 1974 (July/August) , 40-52. 


Gordon, a psychiatrist with the Public Health Service, ; 
describes his-evolving role as a consultant to alternative social 
-Services for youth, mostly runaways. The article focuses on 
alternative youth programs in the Washington, D.C. area— 
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a suburban hotline and an ucben group / foster hare, The author 
tates that a mental health profe 


ss ioial who works with young 
eer on alternative projects rust eh understand the youth's 
needs, aspirations, ideals and « ; Tectations as well as his © 
or her own. In addition, profes 3i¢t.i1 training guarantees 


neither acceptance nor usefulness fo alternative service 
projects. ‘The author describes } is ecological and pslitical 
appreach by civing many exanples jot f his collective meetings 
“with the staz zfs of the two alte:jiative youth projects. Gordon 


attributes his usefulness tc these projects to his recognition 
alone here ther. of the "“Impovignment of traditional services" 
anc his "sense that epee ak S® ‘loes-whici: ais controlled 


ky ceqple in-them, not by a bireaucratic or professional hierarchy, 


offor a new anc better way for people" (p. 43). (See also 101, 
LOF ) . , 


32 
Gothberg, Laura C.. A cumparison of the personality of runaway 
girls with a control group as ex..ressed in the themes of 
eee "s Thematic Apperception Test . Fiwerican Journal of 
‘ental: beficiency, 1987) oly G277681, a _ 


Gothherg, a MA psycholoc ist at ie Mensfield State Training 
School in Conpecticnt. cescribes a study in which she compared 
the Thematic Appercepticn Test (TAT) scotes of ten females vho | 
had runaway at least twice from the institution to those of ten 
female non-runaways who were matched in aus, intelligence, and 
body build (height and weight). The mean age of the twenty 
ferales was atout 20 years old; with the range being 14-11 to 
25-0 years. ‘he range cf all females' IQ scores was from 49.- 


~~ to 68.~~-Gothberg:found that the runaways related to the ex- 


perimenter more warmly than the controls. In addition, the 

., total number of ideas’ expressed by the runaways was almost 30 
percent more-than the non-runaways, even though the total number - 
of different ideas was equal. The runaways expressed the. same 
theme as many as six times during a TAT session, while the . 
cortrols never repeated one than yore than four times. The 
‘two most recurring themes for both | ‘groups were "need for love 
anu protection" {runaways ~- 33 times; controls --13-times) and 
“self-aggression" (runaways - 24 times; controls - 15 times). 
The runaways also used the following thames more than ten times: 
conflict with parents (16 times), aggression tovard female (15 


tines},.femaie as agcressive (14 tives), and desire to conform 
Che tines}. . 4 oa, ns 
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Green,’ a. ke, & Martin, D.M. Absconding” FEC ay sproved schools 


es lear cee behavior: A ‘statistical study . Journal of 
Research in Crime anc and eee! 1973, 10(1), 73-86. 


| Statistician Green Aria psycholog! st Maat in disc uss whether’ 
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‘ Green, Mark o. ae s on the jeaell iad. ‘Trial, 1971, 


| over. them, while. = famity's _sconomic mie suppoct thound them.to- the 
“hGihe. AIRCEt. every state fas a "nimaways” statute which for ‘hids 


The Soaks “le analyead. ee 244 tev (ewes: 43 to 15). who had 
neveis reuaway from hame and whe. were @initted to an intermediate 
trairina school’ in Fngland ‘between May, 1964, ‘and November, 1967. 
Using sophicticated..statistical methodoloyies to understand the 
76 alsconders' behavior, the authors found no evidence that. ab- 
~ sconding is learnex? and sesame evidence that the sample was 
_ hetrogeneous: at the’ onset. in runaway tendencies. . Instuad.of 
~a chance distribution, the Frequency distribution for absconding 
_Bepeared to be negative binemial one. 

| 
34 


76), 28-29, 


je me 


Green, a lawyer, presents. an overview of the law negaeiag. 


-children and youth, especially runaways. Until 1967, and de- 
“cisions in the Kent and Gaplt- case, the law disreyatded children. 
_They were considered: "enfants terribles" who were vin need of. 
training and social control.” Consequently ,’ schools exnibited - 


"in loco parentis" “over them and courts exercised “perents patriae" 


. youth, usually defined as “ander 21, fran Leaving hané without. 


aaurental consent ard which provides for. bina ad intervention, 
i 
if necessary, to retrieve them" (pf 28).:' The most Sommen estimate 


is that there are about one inillion runaways under 21, half of 


which are under -17. ». Green points out that the present runaway . 


where’ one wants; Neb "right to be left alone" and (3) “right 


“£0 travel. ". A it Pe, x, - 3 
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. Greene, ‘Nancy B. and Esselstyn) T; C. ‘The* ‘beyond control dirk. 


wet 


oot Sustice, 1972, 23: (3), ‘13- a a 


ro 


oe. tn ‘this article, Greene, a ee worker: ‘who is ne ‘probation . 
"supervisor in-Santa Clara County, California, and- Esselstyn, — 
_professor of sociology at.the California Staté‘ University at 


-San Joseé,. discuss. so-called. ."beyond control" girls. "Beyond 
eon trol “astatly refers toutigovernable;* unmanageable, ‘incorri- 
gible" and/or juvenile behaviors: which are considered “displeasing, /, 


- -baffling, defiant or threatening." The authors point out thats?” 
-. great deal of subjectivity enters the decision to call a juvenile. 


“beyond control" as opposed to a law violator. In the case’ of - 


sod females, thie tenn often is considered a° cynonym for sexual pre-. 


-.cocity. The authors discuss five principal areas. of beyond 


“control behavior among females: school, _unwed--pregriancy, ‘Sex. 


1 


~ delinquency , runaways, and incorrigible. Often, so-called in= 


corrigible children are cast as the family See or identified 
as the _tamily Patient. 


4 - , 698 ee 2, : 


~ 


_ statutes violate three notions of- civil liberties whiich the United 
‘States gives to ‘adults: (1) right of pérsonal freedom to live 
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Wales" Ge 145). An approved oe schoo! is. an. open insti-. ce 
** tution fram ‘which ‘boys ,can run from custody whenever they want. 


during his peridd,of détention" (p. 145). oR "presistent absconder" _ \. 


. of six months or more between the first, and: the last times}. a oo eS NO 
fe other runaway,, is called a "casual abscendey, " a 


.. and the non-absconders. "All persistent absco: 
'_ boys! and confined truants from school" (p. 147), who committed, 


Riedave, are divided into eves groiips: (1) the Rootless — 
These pleasure-seeking and hedonistic youth ihe lack.self-discipline, 
cannot see the consequences of their behavior, and’ have peer. 
relations characterized by impermanency and lack of trust, run _ 
away from home to rebel; (2) The Anxious — These youth who feel | 
anxious, depressed and powerless are unable to handle their own - 


i ,and family problems’ and run away,: often to a. friend' s house 


nearby, in hopes of seeking help for their own and\ family 
problems; (3)-The Terrified — These youth who often, have a 
poor self~image and are victims of:.same extenuating circumstance 


-..such as alcoholic parents, parental abuse and neglect, - _and/or ms 


incest, run away because of the threat on their life and an 
awareness of the. situation in “which they are caught. || \ 


36. : : 
Gunasekara, M. G. Ss “tHe. sen of absconding in boys! approved 
schools in England and Wales. . British Journal oa SETTLE 
1963, 4, 145-51. 


An‘absconder.is "one who runs away from such custodial-care \ 


is a runaway who .had run away five. times or more, with an interval : ° 4 


Although, the study showed mark: 1.dif ferences in 18. characteris- 


| tics’ between: the. persistent. abscond s and: the. casual absconders . 


and>between the persistent absconder's ‘and the non~absconders, | i 
‘there were no striking. differences between. the casual absconders —_ 
Ss were "rootless * 


larceny while -absconding,. ‘Both’ ‘the absconders non-abscondérs . 
were educationally retarded from one to four years and had’ average 
IC's. in -the 80's. The author. .coneludes that the’ vironment - of 


_ the institution is "thé more potent factor" in the.casual ab-. 


sconder,, while "in..the persistent absconder it is his personality 
make-up ‘that is more. potent while the institutional setting acts: 


. : rather as.a stimulus to abscona" (Pp. 151)- be se 
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Haupt, Donald N., and Offord,.David R. Runaways fram a residential 
treatment center:. A preliminary report. Corrective Psychiatry © 
and: Journal of Social Therapy, 1972, 18, 14-21. . 3 


Haupt and Offord, docters at the Milton's. Hershey Center ee 
of Pennsylyania State University, describe a study in’which. 57 
" - youths (40°males and 17 females), who ran away betwéen January 1, 

1986, and April 15,''1970 from the Hoffman’ House. for.Children, - 
Ne: residential treatment. center. for emotionally disturbed and - 
\\ deliaquent, youth, in Littlestown, Pennsylvania, were compared 

\to 35\ non-yunaway youths (29 males and 6 females) at the hare 

during ‘the ‘same period. The average age of thé.youth at the - 
tinie f, admission to the center was 13.0 years for the males tr 
ahd Re. ‘years for the females. The runaways:studied were 9 00 
white ‘youth of lower middle to lower socioecohomic backgrounds. =~ 
A runaway is defined. as "any unauthorized absence from the. — - 
campus of the hame with intent of the child”éither-t6—leave ‘the 
hame temporarily or permanently,*or to cause -the staffi/o Neches 


hane to pursue him" (p. 16): °°: 2 3 ae . ae 
eet Serpe sul See eat Se espe San eenEe a Sie cone ees 


. There were a total: of 117 male runs and 46 female runs; \ 7 


each runner averaged-cld8e.to three runs‘each;’ and the average\ - cd 
_ Tun was approximately’two days, The findings revealed that - - '\, = = : 
_ the-male runners experienced 'a greater number of foster home y 3 a 


placemeits and’experimental hardships than ‘the male non-runaways,.. 7 
while the opposite was true for feales (p..¢ .05).. In-addition, - | | sie 
the boys’ ran\more than expected by Ghance’ in the fall and wifiter Rs 
~,and.less,"in the spring and sumer, while the opposite pattern 
_Was true for, fémales (p ¢.005). Finally, the boys: had an ex- | a 
“cess numberof short runs (those less than overnight) in the ... Coy 
_ fall and winter and less than the expected number in the spring ae 
\ and summer, while the pattern was réversed for females ‘(p<.001).- one 
' The seasonal. variation findings suggested to the authors that’ - os “ 
- a.meaningful, concept for differentiating. rmaway behavior magne 4°" 
_ be to think: of runaway incidents inj terms of "gestures", a-short 
eCxy for help" in which thé child visually -returns ‘or allows~him- 
“ self to’be found within 12-to 18 hours ‘versus, "real rans", a ° 
. yun which lasts at least overnight with: tHe- intention of getting : 


op. * Bos _ ote he a. 
Hiatt,, Catherine C.,:and Spurlock, Ruth E.} Geographical flight. 
"and its relation-to crisis thedry... American Journal of . 
' Orthopsychiatry, 1970, 40,-53-57. ee 
Hiatt and Spurlock, social workers: with the Washington, D.C. _ oo 
Travelecs Aid Society,;.describe. an increasingly large”number of ~ ee 
mobile people ‘whom they see who evidence "crisis—flight" behavior.-- |S: 
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"a definite ater of toa o aoe ‘iotionless' and geograp": i> 


‘cal fleeing have beyane a chy... lly episodic way of. coping’ 
characteristic ofa Way of ie Gt lifestyle" ipo 53). Within. 
a Six month .peridd i;) 197 0, approsinately two-thirds of the» 
Travelers Aid clients in D.c. were 0K atts ce: in. the crisis- ~ 


flight category. £11 were able i. ‘cunction somewhat adequately 

oan the flight and. minimally whet mi WOving. (The characteristics 
of the group seem close to those described: for wanderiust. "The } 

destination is both isunportant and nebulous; the. quest is illuscry, 

‘and there are no satisfactions upon arrival. anywhere" (p. 56). The . 

authors \recommend the need for research to understand the etiol 

and characteristics of crisis-flight, and the need for developinj; 

' techniques to manage and/or prevent it. 


39, 


Hildebrand , “James A. fy runaways leave home. . Journal .of Criminal - - : 
Law Criminology: “3 i Police Science, 1963, 24(2), 211-216, ; 


\ 


\. 
Hildebrand, ay detect: ive as ssignkd, to the Missing Pergons unit © . 
of the New York Pols ‘ce Dapartment, leports his study of 262 run- . — f 
ew aways—(433.. beys~and-129-girl<}—fran-six-precincts located 7 aca 
7 southwest: Brooklyn, a \predami», antly lower middle*inceme area. © 6 5) se 
\ A runaway is: ¢! sfined as "a subject. under” 18.4 years of age who - 
tea ves: hamé’ without ‘parental consent, ald who is reported to 5 
. _thye police, as a’mhissing person" \p, 211 » Hildebrand calls a |. ee 
. runaway "a second generation abli iquent'') ‘and reports ‘that a 
seventy percent: of. all delincpints have |run away at one time... ot 
or anothers The age ‘range of [he 262 ruiMiways studied ‘w was’ :: nr 7 
to 1? years old; fran, age 1z" both sexes Stee an “an ifexease in -~ ae 
the nunber of runaway incidents until, do» 16, at which’ time 
the. number of Loy runaways dropped. of f considerably while-the = 
number of girl. runaways’ continued to increase. Poor home” “ 
* environment’ was, the major reason for. _ Cunnzng-away in the’ 8 to~ man 
.' 12: year old group. From age -13 on, fami ly discipline, was the ma 
“major factor. Problems with-school, characterized~by poor : 
grades, misconduct.-and ‘truancy, was the next most inipox t- “tah, 
“réason. _Precfian wy and early marriage ‘were main reasons for A 
_ the: older rent running ie : gblildehrand.c concludes that n 
"LE crime mo 
a chat 


Pays mee es 


srielasts = x 

seed, of ra st vied “felon" re 216) ; ao 40) 

toe. 44 oe ge Tae Ve 2 Pees 
‘Hildebrand, sang e “\Reagons. ae Runaways =, Ckime and’ Bele ency , a 
has —~*1968;, ot ci 4z- 4B aa? a ms 7 wy. 


NAN - In this article. Hildebrarid,. a sergeant ‘with. the New York 

\ “CS NOg Police Department, compares ‘the’ runaway problem in two. 

ee New york City precincts. ~ Based ion missing persons records for 
®t eae te Precinct A, a | Low-Income “and hich-crime | area, had a? 


2 


a 8 Gye f © XO el 


"a runaway rate of os 36 ped, ‘thoubatd® Opu 1h; athlon (107 males and 
142 females), while | racing P,.a mic Ale Lik ks area, had a 
= : Ne teal 


‘rate of 0.27 mer ean (22. males angi 18° fotialas) Whe city: 
Wide rate was’ 0.93 per thousaud popidal 0, Chiiddven dn Precinct - 
A began,to mn awelyy at-a signivicantiy edelies, vue than those in. 


Precinct *B. Even: though the- runaway batt <¥n for boys in.both 
areas: was: “simi. lax, i it varied for the q‘iis.. in Precinct A the 
“parents adopted - a nonchalan t attitude towards a child's absence, 
witile in Precinct: B the parents actively participated in the 
search for*their child. Fort, yrone, percant. of the cases in * | 
Precinct A involved recidivists asi ee Lae) Only ‘Y. aS ae ‘ 
“seven nh percent in. Precinct: Bs 


Ny 


‘Factors which ‘nevakile the youths bohae or are "“Fanaily 
instability, neighborhood deterioration, tow ihoate ‘and econcariL.c 
dependency , and a low. lével, Of, education" (p. 48), “The parents 
attitude’ towards etc vation sedined | to be a crucial factor. . Parents | 
in ‘the bey rate Lea were > dpathet i ic a ecligat=On aaj apd in { 


Z 


ie 


School. Hildebran‘ cone bucl és ‘that ' ‘che sunaway rate may bee a 


x@liable indicator) of delingGency, ixends and thal a en_intensive 2 
study of the runaway. may provide us with valuable Seige ge . 
concerning the nace of: the juvenile: delinguest" (p. 48). . 
(Seeralso: 39) a . a - Og Ta Os oe 
: = : aa a 
“41 . , , é ae 
Homer, Louise E. ay resource ie vinaley ae a 2. a 
. Secial Casework, 1973, 5448), arate se \" : 7) 


. Homer, Asebeuane Executive iieceed of i Opportunities 
‘Upheld, Inc., in Worcester, | Massachusetts ,- descripes. her ‘work / 
with twenty young girls between the ayes ot thirteen and six- 
teen, .who were classified as runaways ai the basi¢ of ‘their , 
"history. with’ the Worcester” juvenile court... ‘AMI of the girls 
had a history. of istayiag away from hein for periods of time. - 
ranging from three days to nine months and all had runaway 
at’ least three’ ‘times. “AHL were- from lower. and—-idwer-niddle mm 


class families, of which fourteen were on eel tare ‘the we 
therapeutic intervention for each. gi ra include: (1) individ oan 
therapy once a week, (2) a-coed counselling gre twice- a week’; 


and (3). family. therapy. every other week. 7 Wek [See 


eee 4 Homer discusses the, girl runaways ; in, tw district catagories: 
‘those who were. runhing from" ‘(n=7) and those who were running te ~~~ 


a (n=14).  The-running-from-eategory includes those who'had  - | Ls 
“run away to. "cool-off".and. escape wuwesol ved intrapersonal and - \, 
: : "family problems. These runaways were helped’ considerably bys" a ee 


* the three-part therapeuti intervention .of- _ insight ~oriented 
and family therapy. .The. running-to cates BYOI yincludes.the 2° f°" J 0 
“-~-“"pledsure*geekers" who were running “froin home to places and «°° te 
<4" people who ‘Rrovided , a variety of emperiences, ee ate Hone a 


@ 


ERIC 


JA FuisTont Provides by ERIC 


5 « _+62- = ae 


; \ 


These runaways, who felt indifferent about their family situation, © ' 
and had \serious ‘difficulty internalizing controls, did not benefit: ~ - 
at all from the three-part therapeutic intervention. Hamer: recommends 
that girls—in—the -running~to-group: need more confrontation therapy 

e with an emphasis on the setting of limits as well as more treat- 

_ ment in good closed-tkeatment facilities. The two groups of - 
-Yunaways were found to\differ Significantly on three out of: four 
variables: , (1) place where ruh to, (2) verbalized reason for _ 
| xunning, ané (3) ‘recividism and\comnitment. There were no signifi- :. 

3 int. differences between hem in\the number of parents living in 

... the hame. . eS : et a er eee oe nr 

Howell, Mary C.., Hmnons, E.B:, and Frank, D.A. ‘Reminiscences of 


. . runaway adolescents. Amer‘idan Journal of Orthopsychiatry ,.- 
7 ,1973, 43(5), B40-B537 RE 


_. This article reports a. retrospective study of runaways‘ 2 eam 2 
perceptions of the- experience ¢f running away — reasons for 0 / 


~ \leaving han, problems’ encountered| on tne xrun,\ benefits derived, + 
a pnd plans for the future.’ The investigators, who, are associated 
_ With the Behavior Unit, Children's rvice of the| Nassach ssatts 
~ General Hospital in Boston, -traced 41 but of a possible 37: 
_ eligible runaways with tecorded visits, to Project: Place in, | 
_. \ Bosten in .the “year.\1970: An eligible runaway in this study | [ 
“had to \have "run away.for three or more| days from. stab eal 


two-parent. families": (5. 843). ‘These’ 4’ ‘runaways* (18'girls 
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ee view than before they had.run- aways, The authors ‘point: out: ‘that > 
~~~ at least’ a small subsamplé“of “15 rarlaways ‘(which represented \less 


ito run away as a self-determined approach~to the. resolution of: ~- 3 
_ family conflict" (p. 853). gsi ae ae a re = 
i x 2 . ' | a : os Lo : ; ‘ “4 ; é : : i oh, toque 
2? nk fe et, és ee 

\ | : ee 
i ny . oy. : ' ; er 
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a3 ; a. 
Jahr, Heman M, ~ Running away. Hygeia, | 1940, is, “1ss-14s 156-157. 


\ Jali describss four instances of children cunning away 
_\ fran’ home. He points out that all children who run’ away do 
:,S0 for a reason ‘which is usually unclear to their parents. 
“amese * reasons include search for adventure, escape from.-un- - 
pleasant: and burdensame Surroundings - ‘fear’ of facing reality, : 
. and expression of!self in an. envir t where one has. little 
contro]. yk WS vi 


ie ene i fa . 
Jenkins, Richard IL. Ronee areas of behavior problems of 
can Journal of Psychiatry, 1969, 125(8), 1032~ 1039, 


eens 
The’ eee : a oF the Diagnostic and ctatisti¢al sanded, 


. Of Mental Disorddrs (DSM-11) of the American Psychi atric Associ-= 
ation lists the following seven subcategories under the category” “ 
"behavior. disorders, of childhood" : -hyperkinetic reaction, with:- 

_ drawing reaction; overarncious reaction, runaway reaction, un-_. 
efor ee: aggressive | \reaction, group delinquent reaction ‘and.". 

ther \reactiion. In: this. article Dr. Jenkins describes briefly : 5 
oe characteristics of the first six categories, those which * f 
” pepresent Clinically recognizable symptomatic clusters: surpottad : 
by research studies. Children.who belong in the "runaway reection" ©. 
'- group ' "repeatedly run away from home overnight. They are timid ‘ 
and. furtive and_inclix =t, stealing, particularly stealing in * & 
"the home '(p. ~ 1035). Furthemmore, they. are seclusive, apathetic © 
and chronically rejected at home. "Typically, there is a gross. 
lack of self-ccnfiderice and a very poor self-image. The unwanted . 
. illegitimate child.is very common’ in’this group, and only child 
status is extremely,cammon" (p. 1035). Jenkins states that, 
treatment of these children is very difficult and mast involve 
the hore.’ tee also 45,- 46, a 77,86)... +r 


45 - s 7 fee gee : = Lo ae ee A any 
\ Jenkins, Richard L. The. runaway reaction. “Americar Journal es 
Psychiatry, 1971, 128 (2), 168-173.- : cee. ! 
~ 4 
x Nhe 5 the subcategories’ = vunaway- feant lis i -unsocialized- 
‘aggressive action, -and-.grour delinquent reaction. - of the ; 
American‘ ‘Psychiatric Association's category "behavior disorders 
of childrén" relate to ‘behav.or, that is technically. delinquent. 
“sain this article psychiatrist Jenkins describes the characteris- 
.i tics of the runaway reaction grcu': and several” "rosearch studies / 
NS 4 with delinqueniti boys in training schools which compare. the ru 
ay reaction to the other two delinquent categories. The . 
= Ss revises ‘Diagnostic and -Statistical Manual of Mental Dis- : 
9 ers describes the: / Cunaway reaction / ‘as. follows; oe _ 


* 
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"reaction are maladaptive {rnstration, responses to a very unsat~ 


represents more personality pathology. Jenkins states that, ~ er 


Individuals wit! ‘this die ivdas characteristically escape 2 A 
fron threaterdiny, skihat ions by ruming away from “home ‘| 
for a dav or more withdut permission. ypically they Me 
care immtture and timid, and~feel ejecee at’ home; in- 
“ademuate , anc Frieudless. , Thev often steal furtively, 
tp. 61) : - a oe 


- Even though the runaway reaction and the unsocialized aperessive - 


isfying home situation, the nmaway reaetion is a reaction of . 
“flight whi Le the unsocial ized aggressive reaction is a reaction...” 


—of flight. The ‘runaways behavior is dominated by: fear rather~ 


than by hostilttyand anger. Compared’ with the group delinquent 
reaction, the -runayay’ reaction is more difficult to treat-as it 


effective tr eatment: of the runaway reaction requires Ch). modi-_ Be 
fication of,- or -reroval from, the tome environment , and.” ey a 
substantial. period irt’an, accepting. but: ‘tim, envionment . 

(See also My 46,47 | 77, 86) w 4 
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ie ds EE + 
Jenkins, ° Richard. Vas “and Boyer. Andre, oe of. detdnguent Be vit . 
' behavior arid background: factors .’ Intemational Journal 
MS set ae datry,, 1968, 14, 65-7 


-—-—} 


In this. article Jenkins ae Boyer, . aff ilsated withthe 
. University.of Iowa, present the results of - secondary analyses 


~ on’ data. collec ted: Front 310: boys: conmitted to the Néw York State: 


Training School for Beyg at Warwick, New York, in. the early 1930's. 
A conputerized cluster ‘ing, procedure’ on all.the behavior and sympton 
items recorded for eachboy's case revealed three. essentially. ‘un- eM 
correlated clusters of behavior: --(1)- the socialized co-operative _ . i 


delinquent, (2) the unsocialized, nmaway delinquent ; .and’ (3) me 


‘unsocialized Jaggressive delinquent... The. investigators conclude” 
that the runaway delinquent has thé: least’ organized’ personality, 
the cooperative. delinquent - the most organized. The. runaway’ 
yboy's. delinquency was.mést associated: with ehrOne pecr Broup 
influences. ae also. as 45 “Al, al, 86) —— 
ba ss * e , . “ . . ; ‘ “ oe ba | * . 2 
AR Se Fae . : aie fe ts pays ; ae ee 
~ Jenkins, Pichard Le , and Stahle, Galen. The runaway reaction: . 


A case study, Journal of Je 2, American eee ne Child : i a . 
Psychiatry, 1972, a 2POL- 313 Hee @ 


“After a briefvreviad of the Lilaway * itetature, japitatelsts., 


“Jenkins and Stahle present an extensive case’ stridy of a male 


runaway who exhibited 22 ycars of. "maladaptive nomadism,"' from. 
age Il to hi8 death at age 33. The literature-saélmowledges that. 
an unpleasant home si. tyation is-often'a ‘a cause ofsrunning away , 
that delinguent acts” “other than running away are more common in. 
runaways than non TUNAVIAYS , and that el most. common. personal: 


a a , Ss yee -\ 


an ae a ee 


characteristics observed of runaways are insecurity, depression 
or unhappiness, and impulsivity. Even though it is difficult 
to conciinle to what extent a runaway is attracted by adventure 
and to what extent he/she is: ‘repelled by his/her home, the 
authors feel that.the latter is more important, at-least in 
Pepetitive, runaways. (See also 44, 45, 46, 77, 86). 


-48 ; . a4 a aes es 

Joos, J., Debuyst, C., and Sepulchre-Cassiers, M. Boys who 
run away fron home: A Belgian study. International 
Journal of Offender Therapy, 1970, M2), 89-104, - 7 


_ The results of - interviews with twenty ‘Belgian runaway 
boys (ages 15-18). are reported'in this article. A runaway is 
defined as one who. "stayed. away fram home at’ least one night 
.. and had ‘been charged before a juvenile ‘court for ‘truancy" (p. 99). 
~ It was found that all but two wanted to leave for good and most 
hesitated ‘extensively before leaving. The majority (65%); of —~ 
the runaways ‘Stated ‘that they enjoyed, the flight:- In general, 
. they, were motivated by’ “long. periods of | dissatisfaction and in- . 
~——-deeision-at—home—rather- than” defiance-and felt they were ie ee 
understood or wanted at -home. “ The a:thors conclide that the = °° 
. ranaways seemed to suftéy /fxon depression and strong inner. 
‘tensions, which were ted ‘by. an active fantasy life, 
and that they were cong page dissatisfied and ree for Rte, 
something new 7 eter <= 


. Sacer 


49. | : fe 

_Kahn, Kenriath Lf tthe x runaway Peete tredtment': 

. synthesié of - relevant data. (Abstracts of Masters Theses, 
ei X973). Smith College: Seulies in Sodial Work: 1973¢ 


4A, 21-22. _ 


his ‘master! Ss haste ‘Kahn. fe analyzed. eecear 

dat ‘about.“adolescént runaways from: five residential treatment - - a? 

oehiters according to key issues and questions he generated fran; = 
Ve literature search about adolescent runaways fram hame, psychiatric 

hospitals. and correctional - institutions. - Each center's clinical _ 
_ administrator filled out a form for each runaway incident which . 

paid "special attention to institutional ednsequences: contingent 

on runaway behavior, to the nature of the Meontract'. under which 

' the child was admitted, and to the 'type' oF: “runaway as defined 

by certain criteria" (p. 22). | Kahn concludes fram the results 

that" future experimentation might yield gt classification ‘of 

types of runayays”das” ‘ell -as. quia Tes for the ee ., 
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Kaufman, Joshua, Allen, James R., and West, Lewis, J. Runaways , 


gs tal Dee, POOY 4 
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“hippies, and marijuana. American Journai sOf Psychiatry,» . ne 


1969, 126, 163-166. 


In the "sumaer of love" (1967)--in San Francisco a res@arch 
team of psychiatrists and college undergraduate and graduate 
stydents, Sponsored by the Oklahoma Medical Research Foundation, 
converted « large apartment in the Haight~Asbury district -into 


"sa canioination Hane, office, laboratory, commune, and “crash-pad" 


where transients (including nunaway teenagers) could spend the 
night. Most of the runaways who were seen. by the authors had 


run fromhome and their high schools because they felt rejected | 


and alienated from society. ‘They were not involved much in 
- delinquent acts, except ‘for their use of illegai drugs ~ - 
especially marijuana....Same of the runaways were really "push- 


aways", youth who had "received either Covert or overt parental | 


~-ganction to leave, expressed as scorn, indifference, or obvious 
envy" (p. 165). The role of marijuana among the runaways was - 
_ Complex; most of a runaway's day in Haight Asbury evolved 


around drug use - getting it, taking. it and talking about it. 


eS 


~The authors suggest that. most of the summer runaways would 


eventually return_to_"straigit!".society. -In.conclusion. the: 


“authors state that "the youngster who runs away, whether his 


trip be geographical, pharmacological, of both, can best -be . 
understood in terms of the interaction of significant’ intra- 
psychic maturational variables, current sociocultural factors... 
and. the all-important relationship of the child to his parents" 


Keogh, Cornelia R. A study of runaways at a state correctional 
. schoolfor boys. . Journal of Juvenile Research, 1935, is, 
45-61. ‘ ; any eo _ 


‘9 


‘, 


from January ‘1, 1928, to December 30,.1933,-were examine: nod 
campared to 400 consecutive admissions tothe school fran 1328-: 
-. to 1930. For the‘analysis ‘a runaway was-défined-as a-person - 
who was "officially recorded as having attempted to run and 
who succeeded in leaving the grounds" (p. 45). ‘The runaway 
and control groups were very similar with respect to Stanford- 
Binet intelligence levels, median ages, mean, entrance age, and 


racial composition. When the 315 episodes of running away for ~~ 


the 200 boys were analyzed, it was found that 61% of the boys - 
left only once, 25.5%, twice; slightly more (2#.2%) left..in — 
fall than .in-any other season;.and two-thirds of the runs ~ 
occurred between 3.75 months after admission and 9.75 months ~ 
after entrance. Campared to controls (C), runaways (R) had a 


‘TR 


us.» Keogh describes the findings of a study in whitch the records 
- .. “Of: 200 boys who ran away from Whittier State School, a. California 
» Correctional” school’ for boys. (ages 8 - 16) during. the period — 


N 


\ 


. 


oa 


higher incidence ‘of (1) broken homes (R - 61%, C - 57%),.(2) step- 
‘parents in home (R - 76.9%, 1475%), (3), school truancy (R - 61.5%, 
C - 354), (4) running away from home-(R - 62%, C-- 51.5%), and 
(5) unsatisfactory post-institutional adjustment (R - 46%, C - 38%). 
‘The percentage of -nihaways among the total institutional population 
~~ .was 17.29% between 1928 and 1933; in contrast; in the previous years: 
from1919 to 1927 when there was less freedom and more ‘penalities for 
* cunning , the percentage Was about 4.8. © . . a 


Bis 2, - | =< 

Kessler, Glemm C., and Wieland, Joan, Experimental study of . 
risk-taking behavior in-? maway girls.. Psychological » 
Reports, 1970, 26(3), 810. ~.> ) K 


“Kessler-and Wieland from the University of Nebraska at | 
Omaha report a study in which they compared.the risk-taKing—_ = . 
behavior of six runaways and six non-runaway girls from a ee ss 
_ local-girls' home.’ All of: the girls were from 14 to-17 years)> = = © Ss 
- old. The risk-taking, task used: involved increasing.the “‘ - 
certainty of guessin, the identity of an object at the risk” : 
of a loss_of. money.as_the mmber_of_clues..increaseds.—Using————___.- 
this task, the antithesis of the investigators' hypdthesis 
was found: the non-rumaway girls were greater risk-takers 


than the runaways. 
Leventhal, Theodore. Control problems in. y children. , 
Archives. of General Psychiatry, 1963; 9, 122-126. , 


\. . Leventhal, chief psychologist at the Worcester Youth Gi 
Cae B : ee oe : : _ . 
\ Center in‘Worcester, Massachusetts, suggests. that ruming away = 
---Nas-—one type of extreme;y"désperate behavior which can result :when 
“~tNere is inminent. danger of total loss of envirormental ‘or outer: 
control. Outer inicontrol. is “usually. manifested in. a preoccupation 
with ‘eqvironmental ‘influences, frequent”and/ér intense behavioral 


react:iOng to them, extreme expectations of submission, such as’ 
becoming puppet. or a slave, siid experiences of Powerlessness 


_ as expressed in statements reflecting lack of choice and-being 
— *% coerced". (p. X23) . In this study, reported comparisons of 42°... . 
* xunaways (27 boys and 15 girls), ages 5-16 years (median.age =9 0.0 - 
13.5 years), and ¥& nonrunaway matched: children, chosen from - a ie, 
the general child gtiidance clinic popilation, were made for -. 
each of thrée outer udseontrol scales (Scale I:: External In- 
fluence, Scale C: Countéracting:- Influences, Scale N:' No In- - 
fluence Over. Others) as oN, Sa the sum of the scales... ; 


To be included in the cundey group_a-child had (1) to be. 
17 years of age or younger, (2) td Seiad absent from.home - 
without permission of his parents onor more times, (3) to. 
have had no history of delinquent: acts t would ‘have. brought 
the child to the attention of the police Pt¥or-to mmning away, _- 
‘and (4) to Have. begun evaluation within one Wwath of mmning ~~ . 


o.. 
ERIC 


cated above the non-roneaw awe -on a] the extemal uncontrol scales. 
A common theme to all of the runaways! initial reasons for leaving 
was "lack off respect for the chiid and a fe ling of being abused 


and: being taken acy fees mW he6) renchal, oorecludes ,. 
that the runaways marked cvetcencern wi Loser of ¢ ronereT anc 
With eyo sutrender suquests peopeychotie functioning a amd severe 


pathology, (See also 54). 


54 : _— a Meee, 

Leventhal, ‘Tt neerions . Inner contro! .deficiencien En rune away n 
children. “Archives of General Psychiatry, Aes 
AIG.” ; _ 

oe es In- the she Bepebted by Leventhal, Directer of iRéss arch , 


, 


“i... ni laren’ s eats atric Cen ter in Ratontcwn; New Jers< is comparisons 
“GE~42 runaways (27 boy's and 15 girls), ayed 5 to 16 years (with - 
median agt--13.5. years), and 42 non-runaway matched ehildren, “»* — 
from a child quida measlinic population were mide on an inner , 

Eta 3 uncontrol scale which’ ‘vas Titheia ou developed from. interv iey 

'  . data. The criteria for being included in TORS. Group 
sere the same ast Fese_of _the_previ ous-stoayof-euter-uncontrol— 
_ (levanthal, 1963). As hypothesized; the: “rina scour showad ; 

Significantly (p-.001) more inner uncentrol (mean refinge 4.7) 

on a seven point scale than did the non“runaway croup ee 

ee, = Contrary, to what might have been expected, the police runa~ ~-—~~ 

.way .veferfals had lower uncontrol ratings than runaways referred 

. tothe clinic by parents or nonpunitive €gencies., Runaways ‘gave 

“mere: indications af discharge-type behavior, of deficient regulatory 

mechanisms, and cf a "helpless' self-image" (p. 176). In addition, 
there was a ‘significant’ although moderate, correlation’ (+0,45)- 
between the inner uncontrcl: scale and the outer wncontrol scales 
reported in an earlier4study (See also =) 
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‘Levine, Stanley. Runaways and research in the training school. i Oe 
_ Grime and Delinguency’,, ae 8, 40-45. 
During coe and magus, 1959, eve Clinic. Director of 
~ the Illinois State Training School for Boys, studied a sample 
74 runaway boys .who had been "on unauthorizéd absence fram: 
, ‘the in stdtution: at any time during a Sixteen=month period in 
1958: and (1959%~p. 41).- Four significant differences betweer 
‘the sunaway sample am -total training. school aaa — 
‘were found. The runaway sample a 
/558), .more returnees (54% vs. 40%). more 
~~excamitments (45% vs. 32%), and more, in. the training scheal ab, 
» less than~ thissty.days (31% -vs. 23%)'-than the total instil 
populaticn.' Most. runaways “occurred during warn weather ‘and 
wvacat ion period. There was no aE ference: -on the Beta T Intelligence 
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_ Test between a randan sample of 34 munaways and 34 mitched nén- 
‘runaways. The Taylor Manifest Anxiety Scale didonet. differéntiace 
between runaways who had been in the school for less than. 50 ibyS 


and those who had been there longer. Boys committed to the in- 
stitution for assault were less likely.to runaway than kovs 
committed for the use of narcotics and alcohol. As a result 
*,of this study ‘several institutional policies and. practices,. 
“such as. those concerning orientation and vacations, were changed 
which i ale significantly reduced the number of runaways. 


Tevinsen, Boris M., and Mezei, Harry. sel f-concepts and ideal. 
-self-concepts of run-away youth: ‘Ccunselling inplications. 


' Psychological Reports, 1970, 26(3), 775-783. 


_, Levinson and Mezei at the Yeshiva Univ .sity describe"25 — 
male youths (ages 16-20) or approximately 10% of the hameless 
youtns seen at a private Bnergency Shelter in New York during 
1967-1968. - All the youths were from lower-middle or upper~ _ am 
"lower class” names,” None was"a jivenile delingue it Ninety 
percent were from physically broken hanes shattered by either a 
death or desertion and’ ten percent fran psychologically broken 
~homes.. Each youth rated himself ‘on 19; seven-point scales (9 
evaluative, 6 potency,,.and 5 activity} as (a) "I really am" 
~ and as (b) "I would like to\be".. The largest discrepancies 
between the. youths’ actual and ideal self-concepts were Found :. 


for the évaluative factor (mean scores; 2.9: vs. 1.3), followed ae 


a, ~ by the activity (3.4 vs 1.9).and potency ive. 2. 3) factors. 
. Based on these findings, the authors suggest a goal of counseLiing * 
these youths should be the development of self-esteem, self | 
.acceptance and’ meaning in their lives. Unless these: youths are: ee 
»properly handled, the authors state, "they may become the future ” 
. homeless men who will either inhibit our ns skid rows OF 
cheap rooming houses" (p. anne 7 
ao ae - ; 
Levy, Edwin Z. Same thoughts about patients who run away from 
“  sesidential treatment and the staff they leave. behind. 
= Eavenbatre Quarterly, 1972, 46) 1-21. pets <e is 


Ms, a : 
Whether running away is a necessary. element in building a Sea 
therapeutic alliance is the basic: issue discussed in this, article 
by Levy, who is Director OF, Research, ‘Children's Division, at 
‘the Menninger Foundation ‘in Topeka, Kansas. After an extensive 
presentation _of running away as seen in..fiction, sociel theories, 
and social research; Levy: degéribes the 16» runaway female patients - 
(out of a total of.42 patients} seen during nine years (11/61 to 
. 10/70), at the female: adolescent unit of the Menninger ‘Foundation « 
Children's _Hospital.—~Five non~inclusive descriptive categories 
are .used to. highlight different but; overlapping treatment issues 


oa 
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relating to.the runaways: angry défiance ‘(n=4), psychotic dis-, 
organi zation (n=4) , scape (n=2), to go on one's.own (n=5) ; 

and !usion with parents. '(n=1). The adopted female patients 
were a high runaway risk’ group; of the eleven patients who. 
were adopted, eight ran away at least once. levy-remarks  - 
that all the runaways backgrounds had prominent abandonment: --.. 
themes, such as adoption) parental death, family lives, and 
“parental travel. There was a slight-tendency for the best 
adjusted after discharge not to rn away, but the overall _ 
Gifference in adjustment between the runaway and non-runaway 
groups was not large. / : er 


Lowrey, Lawson G. - Runaways and novacs. American Journal of 


Orthopsychiatry, 1941, 11, -775-782. - os 


Dr. Lowrey presents a profile of the approximately 2,756 - . 
_ “runaway cases") seen during the five*yédr period 1935 *- 1939 . of 
at the New York Travelers Aid Society. The definition of a a 
runaway is quite broad since it: includes older individuals ---, 
——vabsent- from-aecustomed-surroundings-without-conseritor 
. knowledge, particularly if incapar-itated in any way" (p. 775).0 -: 
_ The age range of the runaway cases was fram 6'to 102:years, . a . 
~ with only 9% being 21 years'or older. The majority were 
“~~ teenagers, with 16 year olds representing the largest group’ - 
(19.4%). In ail, 56% were males; males predominated at the’ 
early ages while after 18 years old, females were the majority. 
The majority of clients ran away because they were un- 
happy and felt unwanted’ and rejected at ‘home. “Many had in- ~ 
_ adequate and trotibling parent-child‘and sibling relationships. | =; 
‘The majority of :runaways’ returned-hame. - To most™clients running. 
away is illustrative of the mechanism of "fleeing the unpleasant 
™ . fora situation known to be or hoped tc -be more satisfying 
“~~emotionally. and sogially". (p. 781). A small: number of nomads, 


or chronic wanderers, were included in the xunaway group. When - 


nomadism is not attributable~to etonamic needs, it is most. commonly ee 
* ascribed to schizophrenia of the simple dementing type. = = 


. . : 
Lubeck, Stevén G., and” Empey, Lamar T, Mediatory vs. tetal , 
v~~~insti tution: -The case-of then inaway ;--—Secial Problems , ; 
1968, 16(2); 242-260. ; sigs get ® = 


Lubeck and Empey, social Scientists <- the University.of ° 
Southern Calife:nia, report a stiidy concerned ‘with -the prediction ae 
and. control of runaways at two correctional institutions for de- 
linquent boys. Boys, ages’ 15 to 18 years old, from a common 

- Population of repeat offenders were, randanly.assigned to either : 


a mediatory institution (n= 131) located in an urban community — 
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or an isolated ana relatively self-sufficient total institution 

(n = 93). Running away, defined as "any unauthorised leave 

of absence that lasts longer than @ period of 24 hours (p. 246)". 

was examined over a 32 month period in both: correctional facilities. Ree 


‘Stepwise regression analyses, used @ examine the relationship 
of 30 predictor variables (nine indices of psychological characteris~ 
tics, eight social background scales, five peer relations scales 
and eight offense scales) to runaway behavior at ech institution, 
Showed ‘that there was a camplex interaction among che organizational 
' characteristics of the programs, the personal. characteristics of the: 
boys, and the occurrence of runaways. Even though the rimaway_ 
rates at both institutions were relatively high and almost equal 
(37% at the mediatory institution and 39% at the total institution),._ 
the explained variance for the total institutional sample. (36%) 
was almost double that of the médiatory institutional sample (20%). 
As a group, the of fense' ‘scales accounted for the largest percent. 

: (41% and.50%) of the explained varianc: in both institutions. 
Further analyses showed differénces in-rumaway behavior were 
made before and after changes in:poticies at both institutions. 
The authors ‘conclude that’ runaway behavior in these institutions: 
could not. be predicted. solely. on.the boys' personal attributes 

- without, considering the“aynamics of the correctional institution 
se i i cele _ 


Bg. : 
“Martin, D.N., and crarke, R. v. G. “the cea of approved 
. school. absconders. British Journal of criminolo poe ; 
9, 366-375. ' ee fe ae: tae 


VE ng 
ARO 


ve Martin, Senior Bepaioieoiee at Red Bank Schools ‘in. Lancs, 

‘and Clarke, Ph.D.. Research’ Worker at the Kingswood | Schoois in 
Kingswood, report the findings: of three/ studies ‘in which the’ 

“ absconders from:English training schools” during 1965-1967 

‘were compared to.non-absconders on a variety of personality | 
tests. Absconding_ ‘is.defined as "any unauthorized. absence a 
». fram school irrespective of its durationt. (367). In the first — \ 
* ghey ‘78 boys “(cut of 184 consecutive admissions to 23 train- 
ing schools) «who absconded’ at least aricé didnot, differ” ‘signifi- 
cantly from“the non-abyconders . (n=106) in. psychamotor style as 
measured by the Spiral, Maze Tast,” and in: extraversion and neu- 
roticisin; as measured by the Junior Maudsley Personality pe ; 
“The groups’ ‘were ia ir in terms of oep, ate eer jand: .. i 
_keading. ae F _ 


Soci 


In the pee study, ina ties of 50 andeinly sel 


matched pairs there - -were no significant’ differences. on the Jesness G C9 


... Inventory mean raw subscale scores nor the derived Asocidl Index = 
"between abscondars ‘and non~absconders: from ithe classifying school. 


o inthe third study, there were no significant) \dit' Ferénces on the .! 
a gh ¢ School Seca oo cae absconders from _ 


4 % . ES 3. { vi aes ae * : sie Se Da ieee : m 


=f ?= 


the classifyir4 school and 59 randamly selected non-absconders ,” 


' The general conclusion fram these studies is that “absconders ‘ 


are’a randon sample from the approved school population as far 


aS personality variables are concerned”. (p. 372). (See also \21, . 


‘Miller, Abraham. On the road: Hitchhiking on the highway. 


-*a minimum econamic level by his wits and restraint" (p. 15). 


‘: 
. | 
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Society, 1973, 10(5), 14-21. 


This article discusses the plight and charaGteristics of 
young vagabonds, as divided into three cateyories—students,. \ 
road and street people, and runaways. ‘The findings are based 
On approximately 90 interviews in the San Francisco bay area 
and the questionnaire data of 207 youth who participated in - 

a free dinner program at the First Baptist Church in Berkeley. 
The student tends to view his experiences on the road as "a 
_ demonstration of his independence and ability to survive at - 


Be 


Compared to students, the road people are "modern gypsies" 

who: have chosen an itinerant life, living at subsistence. level, _ 

and’ “dropped out" from the desires and security of "middle class°. 
society". In contrast to the’ road people, street people "whose 

main concerns evolve’ around the hedonism of the Avenue," are 
considered at the bottam of the community's stratification 
system... Women report their reasoris for beingon ‘the road are 
more personal than social. | Unlike the road person who is attempting 
.to Yemove hin/herself fram society, the runaway. is ‘ofteri making 

an attempt to change a hese’ situation to which he/she cai return. 
Since runaways in Berkeley have few negotiable skills they. tend 


% «to became street. people.....The article describes various runaways 


tet “running away. 


and the services for them in Berkeley. } Miller characterizes 
as “part death fantasy and part puberty ritual". 


(oy 19), eee | 
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Newcomb, Franklyn.’ Transient boys:~’ The Family (now Social Case~ + 
work), 1933, 14;°57-59. aera. eer ears 


' (1) broken homes or the presénee, of a 'st.;) parent and {2) the 


FOUpS of \transient youth were _./ 


visivle in California during! the depression era: (1) boys © 


financial reasons." “The protldéms \creatéd’ by the lack of employ- 
ment and ‘services for these you re mentioned in the“article. 
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Nylander, Towne. Wandering youth. Soe and Secial-feséarct 
1932-1933, 17, 560-568. a : 


Slee of Occidental College identifies four types or - 


boys on the road in the early 1930's: (1) the single koy who 


Hz 


has no "definite affiliation"\or “distinctive characteristics" ; 


(2) "road kids" who travel in gangs of ten to a hundred, (() /the 


"gay cat" or embryonic ‘tramp or hobo who has been on the’ TOG... 

for same time,”and (4) "the unfortunate youngster: who has care 
under the control of same pervert" (p. 562).° Estimates of the 
number of wandering boys are given fram a variety of sources. 
Nylander describes the life of these transient boys iin three 
areas—on the road, an the "jufgles" (camps where itinerants > = 
rest);-.and in the large ‘cities. ‘Economic (unemployment of both | 
the boy and his parents), social and: psychological factors alle 
are’ reasons for the wandering -youths . being on the’ road. In- ae 
‘stead of boys' camps as a solution, the. author recommends the a 
establishment of a series of pemmanent farms which would be # 
operated by a group of families to make a Tet noo: 4 


64 i 7 
Outland, George, E. The £:deral franeiane: service as a deeaveae’ 


Of boy oe Seocloy, and Social Rese sch ne 22, 


143-148 | 


3. pm 


“In this anficie Outland ‘ = Yale University discusses to! : 


what extent boys, leave home solely~ because of the lure of. thd 
Federal - Transient Service itself. From 3,2 boys (16' to 204 
years Old). registered at the Los Angeles bureau o£ the Federal 


' Transient Service in 1934 = 1935 (see Ovtland, 1938) , 100 or 


2.98" gave the desire to experience life in a tr. sient camp 
as the’ direct; reason for leaving. hame. Of these, 94.were * 
Mexican boys’ ‘from. two ‘cities—-El Paso, Texas , and Phoenix, 


, Arizona. Behind this .direct.. reason’, showevér, it was found 
| that the boys also had economic*and social problems, withone - 


“ny 


third of the’ families represented either being on relief or 


having the main i ae a ee also” = a 


Outland, os ES Se. involved in boy transiency. 7 


he deuenal of Educational*Sq L 


Y, 1936; 11, 360- S722 {a} 

che : 
ae In this & ete: Outland at Santa ‘Barbara State ° College; 
describes’ the ‘3; 352 boys - whd: registered at. the, LoS: Angeles ‘bureau . 
Of the Federal Transient Service from August 1, 1934,-to July 31, 


agency. A protile of this group is given, according to the following 


variables: age;.duration of transiency,. erigin/ of, migration, color i 


and ee family’ ey ee pas ages and direct - 


eae, 
% — 


wy . : at 


fA h 


om . po 


1935, on whom: verified information was obtained. ‘fram gone social. , ais 
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“causes of transiencf. The boys included in the study ranged 
from 16 to 20 yéars, with 18 being the largest group (27.2%). ; 
Most of the-Boys (69.58) were on their first trip on the road 
anc most-"(828) had been on the road fér.less ‘than 6. months. - . 
The boys came.fram every state in the union, with 78.7% caning: 
from urban districts, The typical transient was a mative white 


vtale (822) , who camé from a broken home (55.6%) and had completed 


“one or more years of high school (598), . During this period the 
major cause/for transiency was econamic (36.3%), followed by : 
_ social background and. problems (26.5%) and a. quest for adventure 
(23.92), (See also 64, 66) °° © . 7 
: : Me ik, ; . aos ‘ : 
66 : . : . ™ ; . ' — ; : . . % : Seas 
Outland i, George, E. The hame situation as a direct cause of bov 
*“  tralsiency. Journal of Juvenile Research, 1938, 22, 33°- 43, (b) 


‘ aoe . i tee . . 
me Se =. eg * . . i . . ; ze 
—~ ~The homé~situation.as a direct cause of boy transienct is 


discussed in this-article by Outlané at Santa Barbara State College 
in California. Of 3/352 boys. (16 t> 20:years old) registered at | 


the Los Angeles branch of the Feé J Transient. Service 3 1934- 
1935 (see Outland, 1938a); 826 or 24.6% of the-total left 


because.of-somé factor related directly to home life. /The-number, 


Of boys from broken and unbroken homes for each:of 2Y’ family 


reasons is given. Of these 826 boys, 699 or 83.4% Were from 
broken Rames. Frequentiy associated with the problems .. eae 
stated in these cases were serious economic problems. (See’also ~_ 
64, 65)f | 

ae . _ \ = = A : a oe 
 ? —. | a. ene ee | 
Paull, Joseph E. The Funaway foster child. child Welfare, 11956, 

See 37, 2126, Ne 7 . ee et 


- An employee of the child welfare division of the New Mexico 
‘Department of Public Welfare in Santa Fe; Paull describes tHe 
speqific..dynamicg and reasons why foster ‘children. run away.| For - 


' a non-foster child, running away can frequently bea" sitive 


experience in’ grovwirt ~up" in ‘which children "exp ss al veloping. . oe 
Sense of Sel fhood..and independence" (p. 21) :~/Tnvtentrast, the is" 
foster child’ who runs away “OREen dcés not know where his rébellion © - | 


is cirectéd and “unconsciously ‘ses "one set of persons to act out 


\ feelings’ about other persens." Paull discusses show social case-". 
oo oa 


“work can be most effective with: ‘the! runaway foster child—basically, ae 
"thé-wore the child can understand the Gohsequences ‘of his ace 
by engaging the. caseworker in small activity directed’ towards . . rh, ae 


mitigating it, the more ‘real meaning the act will have" (p. 25). 2 


~N 


7 : : Opis a ad : : ! 
Riemer, Morris D.° Runaway Children. American Jourrial of Ortho- 
' psychiatry, 1940, 10, 522~528.: ae ae “| r 
2 ee oe * Seg ee 4 ie 
-, Dr, Riemer of the ‘Brooklyn State Hospital “in New > rk describes 


runaways as antagonistic, surly, defiant, somewhat,’ impulsive ,- assultive ; 
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, "lack of sparen 


- disruptive and, at times, over-submissi 


Veiand docile. A runaway’ 

is defined as. one who has the above Characteristics 

runs away from home for periods longer than 24 hours at 

(p. 522). Two case studies of runawey boys i(ace 

are -diven: ee the baSic reasons’ for a runawe 
tal 


ae " 
a ~ime 


= 
raf) 
WW 
av) 
bh 
un 
— 


a 


y child is the |\. 
ove ci theNchild, brought about by mismate,” 
mentally ill, or inadequately adjusted parents" (p..526). Dis-: 
playing an "extremely negative character", a runaway is driven 

by the camplex of three underlying, forces: (I) need for love, a 
(2) need for hostile aggression, arid (3) need -for ir.sreased gselt=- . 
esteem. Riemer concludes that running away - or cv * <<y running 
away from reality - "constitutes a severe narcissi: _sorder." 


69» F 


Robey, Amos, iRosenwald, Richard J., Sneli, John:E.,. and Lee, 


| 


The authors ‘= three, medical. doctors and a former. probationi 


ficer -.describe the: runaway girls seen at: a treatmentroriented 


court clinic in Framingham, Massachusetts. _OF the 293 adolescent 
girls brought before -a MasSachusetts. Court during: a ten year period : 
(1953 = 1963), 162. (55%) were runaways.. of which 42 were referred | 


to the Fiamingham Court Clinic for treatment. The girls in this. v 


_ study rarged fran 13 to 17-6 years (mean =.15~3 years, and were - 


living with both parents or one parent and a stepparem:. "Those 


- | who had not. stayed away overnight and those who.deniéd the in+i 


tent to run away" (p. 763) were excluded from the ‘Tunaway group. 


The cause of x:mning away most frequently observed in‘this study . 
was ithe unconscious threat of an dncestuous relationgHip with 
the father, the fear of the resultant dissolution of the familly 


and the concurrent relationship, inadequate control bythe parents 
over their.cwn and. the gixrls'. impulses, deprivation of love of j 


. the sother, the subtle pressure by her on the girl to take ove; 


.the maternal _role" “(p. 763). (See-also 11) ; 
720 Tome Son, ‘ ‘ 


Robins, Lee N. Mental illness: and the Tunaway:, A 30-year. « 
_ follow-up stuly. -Human Orgarization, 1958, 16{4), Ji=15.. 


Robins, a PH.D. _tesearch assistant in psychictry, reports | 
Same of the findings of a thirty-year follow-up study «* child 
guidance clinic. patients (389 males and 144 females) szen be- 


tween 1924 arid: 1929.” In this article the adult psychiatric 
_ Status of male patients who were runaways as children.’ (n-= 56) - 


was campared with the adult psychiatric’ status of.male patients 
with other kinds of childhood behavior problems (n = 123) , and 
with normal male control. subjects (n = 46). Of these groups,. 


: the runaways had the highest rate of psychiatri= illness as , 


adults: 14%—~no disease, 32%—sociopathic-persenality; 163— a7 


psychosis; 11%--neurotic; 7%—alcohol ; ee oe 


ke 


and "repeatedly 
+ 


: 2 ron-runaways:within each of three groups— 

wo birague: mn retormator,, Gelinquent bot no reformatory, and 

a Cla at beeieme compared, it-was found that both the runaways 
Sowell Ug Tyocerunaways in the celina gency and reformatory. _ 

ost rate of psychiatric ‘illness,. especially _ a 

ssrsonality. Those diagnosed as sociopathic personalities 

i righest rate of prosecution when a youth, while 

Gisease" had the lowest. Robins concludes... 

pence teaffirmihis conviction “that different techniques 

Rais Gelinguents ‘can not be adequately compared without 


aah Lopulations they are cailed upon to © - o~\ 
oS ae “Roivins points out that it is not known “whether . 
#2 ERG. yee te tory experience is a’ factor in initiating their psychiatric” 


sx the reformetory simply receives a high ‘proportion 
Fee di .(2..15). (See also 71) 


‘Neal, Patricia, The, acult-prognesis for 
American Journal of orthopsy cma try 1959, 


e 


aa PObLNS At 4: G Tree ab the eae dawean Gas vereiey ‘School: of os 
i LCi in: . Louis, Missouri, report some findings of a thirty { 
Uo stuéy of child guidance patients. Of-246- former 
i fe ee i ntervic ewed for the article, 96 (39%) were runaways, - 
| | \ we Of which , ("O8 were males. Running away is defined as the "episode : 
- a Oe eine : Away from his place. his parents' hame or a foster home) ; 
ae a’ thout, /eermission at least overnight before he was 18, whose = |) - 

itt pap Bee rile. pclice recoré includes a report of him as missing or 

= enters his arrest as a runaway, or whose juvenile court case record 

| yO &eScy ‘ibps him as a runqway, whatever the grounds for his arrest" _/ 


RE 754: . Excluded a¥é those who xun away only. from.a mental 
< ital or correctional-institution. The proportion of unaways! 
ess ae Clinic population increased as the severity of official 
action increased. Of those never arrested, 5% were Obes 


‘y 0 > Gf chose. arrested but never brought, to court, 48%; of Se. =F 

i '.  apkearing in juvenile ‘court; 73%; iid of those sent to/a juvenile 

coxrettional institution, sls. Runaways had “an: adult! arrest rate 

almost twice that of other clinic patients, an adult Hcarceration 
. 2 is that is fourfold tl t of the other patients,-a 50. Per. cent 

MS divprce rate, anda dia osis of sociopathic per 

one: j third of the cases” *(p. 754). Even though. ni 

not predict adult adjustment when” juvenile offense 

ae rolled, the authors concludé it is an excellent 

‘tock. (See also 70) . 
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Bele aps tercs , Sehoci 


i fl} 2.007 a ys registered at Fort Worth, 
T st December, 1934; (2) 482 boys registered 
at @uring & a seen October - and December, 1934; and 
* (9) istered at Boys' Bureau, New York, City, on 

Léo : v@ ave of the boys was not given for any 


Pennsylvania jg as the malin reason 


wore three basic causes: broken home (303 y, inadequate 


m@ relief (303), and necking ‘work (263). i 3 


aN 
é 3 ~ i a : 7 : EN, 
> 7 ed 3) \ 
Fone, Anthony . New services Bp PEOBCHSS £9 alienated, youth .: 
Fam: oe “x =a Wishts, 1969, 30, 95-i01+. F ra 


This article wiescribes Villace ieee a non-sectarian 
research action progra am designéd in 1968 by the Jewish Family 
Service for alienated -yGuth or hippies in East Viilage of New 


sexi on. helping ! ‘the young nippie- 


or alter ive ways. -Four ‘overlapping ‘subgroups of the "hippie - 
populatic are ider:tified: (1) plastic or Marginal hippies, 
(2) ‘stone hipules, (3). runaways, and (4) fugitives. Runaways 
Make up two greups--"the runaway who is the law breaker because 


‘of his age, anc hs vay Who does not have the family's 


apernnd sion £6 — one on-his gm; even though he has the legal 


wight to leave } (p. 191). The staf£. found that even’ the. 

Most alienate? - vai can be engaged in a therapeutic relation~ 
“ship which maintains Tactual Thematic Therapy goals —- that is, 
“even.the most al ierated youth has a thematic core which can 

be touched | (eniot Lona} bly communicated with) and used for healthy 
grewth by omploving the widest range of therapeutic modalities 
available" ’ (p. 117) - . 

oP & 4, fF ,- ae | : 

Fosenheim, F. Technicues of therapy: Runaway adolescent boys. 


slcdae eouEned of Orthopsychiatry, 1940, ~10(4), 51> 665. —— 


fevenaata st) Rosenhein states fat running | away. fox boys! 
is often caused by the dangerous impulses associated with an: 


unrésolven Cevlipus conplex. ‘fo illustrate this type “of runaway, 


three case stislies Af boys, ayed 15-17, arc presented.” In these 
_ cases runing. awav is | ‘sel E-banishment” ane se ba stinctiy ann 
_ healthy." . te. ies al tg 

ny 7 89 , 


work (754, 54%). In the New. York sample 


7 
Ler you 
‘York Caty. Staffed by an interdiscipl inary team and administrated 
ml } oC 


Tu 
using group" (ey 217) as ‘non-traditional 


the reasons for trarsienc,. 


; : 4 
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‘ Daapse eet act re nm a etna Spee eas ae 
Rosenwald. with the Framinghem.Court Clinic in Framiz.sham, 
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F 

, and Mayer, with the Harvard Medical School, exanine 

a‘olescent girls who have rumavay - the single most fréquent fe- 

male. celinquent offense. On a variety of measures a group of 

suburban,female rimawavs showed more signs of dist “Sance than 

a proup of suburban non-mmawivs but less disturbance than a 

.£YOuD OF urben runaways. -Rumaways are divided into the following . 

four characteristic patterns: (1) the hypermature, (2) the hypo- 

mature, (3) the inpulse-ridden, and (4) the unclassifiable. . The 
authors conclude that running away is a non-pathognomic symptom ow, 

~  shich varies in meaning according to the individual girl. Running 

4 -. awiv is-both a prenature attempt to achieve independence and an 
unsuccessful attempt at resolution of a family conflict. "In 

\ cur ctety it cannot be a progressive developmental act vince 

it inhibits other imperrant developmental tasks", but "it does 

have value if it serves as an alert that intrafamily conflicts 

are leadine toward self-destructive behavior" (rp. 403). 
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_. Sheliow, ‘Robert, Schamp, Juliana, R., Liebow, Elliot, and 

ba. he ‘Unger, Elizabeth. Suburban rumawevs of the 1960's. 

“\" Borozraphs of the Society for Research in Child Development, 

" ToeT Sp (2, Serial No, a a es i 
, 


\ This monograpl. presents the findings of a study on runaways 
\ in Prince Georges County, Marylarel, from August, 1963, through 
July, 1964, which was carried out by the Adolescent, Process ~ 
Seetionof the Mental’ Health Study Ce.ter, a National Institute 
of. Mental He-1th field station. Seven sources of data were used. 
to study runaways: police missing persons reports (n = 993 completed) ; : 
eports of follow-up interviews of parents’ (n = 951), intensive H 
irterviews with children (n = 96), school records (n = 562),.police » 
_Yecords (n =,834), court records (n = 834), and student questionnaire 
ee data used for comparative purposes (n = 1327). A runaway is defined’ 
» fag ‘Ja child who leaves home volumtarily withthe knowledge that he | 
| will be missed’ (p. 11). Findings regarding mmaway episodes ,  _ 
(nj = 776) were as follows: (1) there is great seasonal variability 
with a slightly higher incidence in spring, (2) boys' episodes ‘were - 
ore divided over the week while girls' episodes occurred mostly 


on|weekends, (3) most episodes were impulsive’ and .poorly plaimed,. 


and (4) ape two-thirds ended within 48 hours. 


\ 
Ds 
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.. Frou the missing persons. reports, 631 adolescent runaways . 

(10, to‘l¥ years old; 6 % males) were compared according.to family 

characteristics, school experiences and experiencés out side-the 
se _ tome and’ school. When compared to a sample of non-rumaways, ‘the 
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runaways were more likely to nave been Characterized as follows: 
iGest children (51%); fran brok-n or reconstituted hares (48%); 

frem nilies who move fremen. ; f-m parents with lover 

Steupational. ratincs; from pare..cs who ‘lewed the family as 

being in conflict; and high absenteeism, lower letter crades 

and mone years repeated in school. The creat majority of all 

youths (80% non-runaways and 96% rumaways! saw tremselves as 

living in family settings marked by conflict. An inyestigation 

of 220 runaway repeaters showed they had more serious problems: 

in all parts of their lives. Results of the’ school questionnaire 

revealed that there were six sélf-repexted runaways for every 

oné youth reported missing to the police.. In summe:y, this 

study revealed two analytically separate groups of’ runaways: 

(L) a very:siall minority "for whom running .away was ultimately 

bound up with individual and family pathology" (p. 28), and 

(2) he. majority who looked very much like’ non-runaways and ; 

showed little evidence of severe personal or family disorganization. 


ve 

Shinohara, Mutsuharu, and Jenkins, Richard be “wer study of | 
three types of delinquents. ‘Journal of Chinical Psychology, 
1967, 23, 156-163. ~ . 


“Shinebatarana Jenkins, associated with the Child | Psychiatry 
Service at the University of Iowa, report the findings of a study, 
in which they investigated whether three clinically diagnosed 
groups of delinquents (37 Socialized delinquents - SD, 32 un- 
socialized aggressives - UA, and- 27 runaway delinquents -. RA) 
could be differentiated on the basis of Minnesota Multiphasic 
Personality Inventory (MMPI) scores. According to recorded 
delinquent behavior and secondarily to observed behavior in 


. the school, records. of boys with a sixth grade reading achieve- 


ment level at the Iowa State Training School for Boys were. 
classified into cne of. tree delinquent groups; ouly cases ‘ 
where both judges agreed. “re ued (n = 96). oo 8 


To be classified as a runaway aei@asasrt qeeesesd: 
running away from home overnight | was required". and "stealing 
in. the home, staying out late at ‘night, furtive stealing and 
passive. homosexuality" were: regarded as characteristic (p. 157). 


The ages ranged fram he to iS years;. the mean: age of the runaway 


. group was 17 years. Only 20% of “the RA group ‘lived-with both 
_natural parents before being commiftted to the state school ‘as 


compared with 32% of the UA group 57% of the SD, group. The 
SD group scored less deviantly either the UA lor, RA group 
on all ten scales of the MMPI. The RA and UA groups could not 
be separated on:the basis of their\MMPL scores. THe RA boys . : 
showed more neurc* ic tendencies an¢ poorer: self-images than ~~ 

‘the. SD boys; in addition, . they appeared less masculine ard . 
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cinner, Mary, and Mutt? Alice S. idolescents away 
Arals of the American Academy of Political ann Yo 
Science, 1944, 236, si- Oo e 


. inner and Nutt, ensyeress of the Chita wen's: Bureau of 
“the Lined States Department ae Labor, 4 dese Ke the rurzway 
phenomena during World War I. -Even thocch sore yout ave 
left hare without pérmission of: ‘their parents and guardians 
"to seek excitment and high ° adventure or to escape from un- 
happiness in home and community", the larce majority of runa- 
ways during this period-were boys (16 - 17 years old) who 


‘left home for economic and social reasons to seek work mainly, — 


ue | 


in war-related industries. The number-cf mmaways. in America ~ 
‘during that time is discussed using a variety of data sources. 

For example, in 1942 ase S Bureau statistics showed that 

478 juvenile courts claimed 8,443 (4,798 keys and 3,645 girls) 
cases referred for running away. Two main problems in the 2 
care of ~- naways are noted: (1) the lack of public funds to: 

ray for eturn transportation, and‘ (2) lack of sociai-services 

to help youth make future plans and to care for youth pending “ 
the execution of thei: plans. Housing, employment and recreational 
“opportunities for migrant youth ‘during me. war period are discuss sr 


s taub, H. A runaway From hare. Psychoanalytic Quarterly, 1943, 
(2, ee ae ae ar pee 


2 


In this ‘article Dr. Staub gives a case description which 
illustrates the use of the psychoanalytic method-with a chronic 


“runaway boy. He states that running away~revresents for boys 


-.. the romantic urge to become a hero and, for gizls, the urge 


to find a hero. Stengel-concludes that “consistent kindness, 
Gevoiid of..sentimental weakness and without a trace of injustice 
or hostile emotional response, is the appropriate acess for 


dealing with adolescents" es 19-20). By ee a 

80 

Stengel, Erwin. Studies o:: -bhe- psychopatholo: ay. GE comp sive | 
wandering. British oe Medical Psychology, 1939, , 
185 250-254. : * a; . ; eo a a 


«Psychiatrist Stengel summarizes the Paka cei cs. of 


individuals who are campulsive’ wanderers — thosevwho have van 
irresistible impulse to leave hore and ey ranean: aimlessly. 


Based on 22 case studies (17 males and 6 females) , Stengel ccon- . 
cludes that there is a relaticnship of the condition of camulsive 
——~—~wandering to cyclic phases of depressicn and to epilepsy. The 
; one common characteristic he found in ali case studies is the 
occurrence of a "serious disturbance in the child-parent relation, 
usually of such a nature that relationship tc one or both parents 
was ‘ther completely lacking or only partially developed". (p. 251). 
Stengel points cut that the behavior of a mmaway child, which is 
often a symptam of neglected children, is related genetically tc 
the campulsive wandering of an aduit. (See alsc 81) 
: gl. . a Uwe 4. te 7 ‘s : 
~~. Stengel, Erwin. Further studies.on pathological wandering. 
— (Fugues with the inpise to wander). Jourma. of Mental . 
Science, 1943, 89, 224-241. —_: 


in this article Dr. Stengel describes "fugues with the: 
impulse to wander" and presents eleven extensive case s<udies 
_ to illustrate the condition. In this study "fugue" refers 
only to "states.of altered or narrowed consciousness with che 
"impulse to wander"; the terms “wander states," “patholowical 
or campulsive wandering," "“poriamania" and "wanderlust" refer 
equally to the same condition. Only one of t! case studies 
is of u person under 18. Stengel points out -.at. many of tFe~_ 
_ Cases evidenced serious disturbances in the hane and parent- 
a . child relations which resulted in an unresolved | ipus comple: 
. for the individual. (See also 80) oa 
Stierlin, Hielm. A family perspective c: ‘VLescent runaways. 
acs of General Psychiatry, 1 29, 56-62. . 


“ - Mn this articlé Stierlin, an MD and PHD with the Family 
Studies Section, Adult Psychiatry Branch of the National In-. 
' - stitute of Mental Health,. discusses modern adolescent rumaways. ._ 
and the dynamics of their relationship to their parents. Four 
types of runaways are identified: (1) abortive, (2) lonely | 
“1... ° -Schizoid, (3) crisis, and (4) casual. Of these rmaways the. 
"abortive and lc..zly schizoid types are unsuccessful, the-aasual ; 
successful, and the crisis type, partially successful. Runaway 
‘Success is defined as the "achievement of geographical distance 
and/or Of premature independence" (p. 57). Stieriin explains 
the family dynamics of these runaways by looking at transactional 
‘modes which "reflect. interplay and/or’ relative daninance Of, 
i+... Centripetal and centrifugal pushes and pulls between the generations" 
' -* and "operate as the covert organizing transactional background “to 
: “ the more overt and specific child-parent interactions" (pe 98). 
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— Tobias; Jerry L. The_affluent suburban imale delinquent’ Crime, 


Stierlin hypothesizes that the various mmaway types relate 
tc three transz-tional modes in the following ways: (1) Under 
the binding mode, the child is locked into a parental orbit fron 
whicn he does not runaway or makes an abortive attempt to dc so. 
All of these rumawavs, including the lonely schizoid type, tend 


_to avoid peers. (2) Under the expelling mode,. the child is” 
_ neglected and abandoned by his parents which results in early 


and casual runaways who adapt well to the runaway culture. 
(3) Under the delegating mode, a blevd of the binding eri expelling 
modes, a child is encouraged by his -=rents to move out from them 


‘up until a point at which they exert control. These vouth often 


run away in a crisis.situation anc experience conflicts of missions 
and conflicts of loyalties. Stierlin concludes that treatment - 
of mmaway youth must focus on the family. and understand the ~’ 
parents’ concerns, problems and attitudes. (See also 113, 114, 


mdcick, David. Runaways: A review of the literature. Juvenile 
_ Justice, 1973, 24, 46-54. 


In this-article Suddick, a Ph.D. affiliated with the Testing 


_ and Evaluation Center of the University of Georgia, presents a- 


review of the literature on mmaways which is divided into sections :;: 
On types of runaways, personality of the rumaway, the rumaway response 


treatment, and controlling mmaways. With respect to the reasons why 


youth run away,, Suddick points out that. some youth rum away to 


. escape the envirerments in which they are victimized, some flee 
-as'a result of;inmer psychic disorders, -and "others maliciously 


tramp for pure spite’* (p. 47). From his review of the Literature, 


-‘Suddick states that "with few éxceptions, the’ inescapable con- 


clusion must be drawn--thé home environment, in particular the 
parent-child relationship is the most important factor associated 
with the flight-of the offspring" (p. 48) and that "no uniform 
Set of personality variubles can presently be expected to con- 
sistently. predict bolting'' (p. 49). The last sections of the ~ 
review briefly summarize what others have,said about treatment 


_ of runaways,. especially with respect to where the child should 


be housed, who should assume responsibility.(parent -.ad/or child) 
for the. runaway problem, who should make the initial contact with 
the runaways, and what should be the role’ of alternative services 
(e.g., half-way houses, hot lines, etc.) in helping runaways. 

(See also 122) = ae ee va 
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and Delinquency, 1970, 16(3), 273-279. - \ 
Tobias, an associate professor at-the University of Detroit 

and Director of Juvenile Services for the police department ins ° 

Bloor’ eld, Michigan, reports the results of a. study conducted ~ , © 


94 , ne 
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im S07 in @ miceestem cooromicy re Cerarccine The main CVDES 
of miscenéict--and precipitaring causes--cf affluent suburbe 
male celinquents. Three formal interview questicrnaires and 
official records were used to compare 100 vhite rele suburban 
delinquents, 100 white male suburban non-delinquents, and 100 


urban delinquents. The affluent suburban male offences ere 


mostly Class II types of cri-css: malicious destructic: <£ 
property--31%; disorderly ccnduct--15%; and mmning away-- iis. 
The causes of delinquency for the suburban mles in this study 
were <1) friends, (2) boredam and restlessness. (3) parents, 
(4) s..lden unexplainable urges; and (5) feeling that the act 


“is the "thing to do". (See also 85) 


30 


'. Tobias, Jerry J., and Reynolds, Jay. The affluent suburban 


runaway. Police Journal, 1970, 43 (20), 335-339. 


. In this article Tobias and Reynolds present a profile cf 
the 69 official missing person reports filed in 1969 in en 
affluent suburbe- cammmity, Bloomfield, Michigan. These 
reports representec 59 youth (31 males and 28 females) of 
ages 11 to 17 years, for whan the following was true: (1) the’ 
peak age was 15 to 16 years, (2) 20% were not living with their 
natural parents, (3) 77% were first offenders for. runing away, 
(4) over 50% stayed in the local. area, (5) 41% retummed | 
within 24 ho.s. (6) September was the most popular month for. 
leaving, (7) ove:: 504 had been involved in other anti-social 
activities as..wciated with the present offense or had ‘past 
or post involvement. Thirty different reasons were. given for 
ieaving. Six reasons were given for returning home: police 
Pick-up, encouraged by friend, lack of fimds, decided on own 
Co return, party-or activity ended, and turned-ir. by other 
person. (See also 84) 3 
Tsubouchi, Kosuke, and Jenkins, Richard L. Three types of 

delinquents** Their perférmance on the MMPI and PCR. - 
- Journal of Clinical Psycholégy, 1969, 25, 333-358. 


“Tsubouchi, of the Tokyo Juvenile Detention and Classi- 
fication Hana, and Jenkins, a psychiatrist with the University ° 
cf Iowa, report the findings of a ‘study which investigated the 
differences between the responses of three groups of delinc:sents 
(group or socialized :- SD; unmsocialized aggressive - UA; and - 
runaway - RA). Using two instruments — the Minnesota Multi- - 


_ Phasic Personality Inventory (MMPI) arid the Parent-Child Relations — 
-, Questionaire (PGR). A subsample of 100 boys (43-SD, 24-UA; 33-RA) 
‘ fromrthe- Iowa Training, School for Boys was examined in early 1968. 


No boys fran the earlier -*-7- by Shinohara and Jenkins: (1967) - 
were included. The rang ages was’ 14 to 19-3’ years; the | 


. Mean age of the runaway §.. up was 16-2 years. Even. though: all 7 


a ia 


a E a 
<n y : ae 


a 


—_— 


S s : : a ay - Fe aed Pe baie . ~ 141K 
seo S Snowed simi les SMPE profi.es, the Sf iors were least 
-viart-cr more nommal. Fran these 


anc the earls 
the authors coriclude that SD boys are morivate 
~Lincusnts shile_the-CA-and-RA boys «1° maladap 


iv 
Gcczincuencs. PCR scores indicated thas inadequat 


ve frustration 
e motherir 
was 2 factor in the development of the UA ard RA boys. (See 

lse 44, 45, 46, 47, 77) ; _ 2 aoe 
87 | . es 
wsttenberg, Wiltian W. Boys who mm-’away from home. Journal 
of Educational Psychology, 1956, 47, 335-343. ae 


ooo In this article Wattenberg cf Wayne University presents 


the Crime Prevention Bureau of the Detroit Police Depart- 
ment. The largest number of boys (169) were 15 years O16. of. 
t of the boys (330) lived with both parents. ‘In most™” — 

cases there was an interaction of several factors which explained 

5 the vouch ran away. The. main precipitating causes were searvh 
for adventure (mn = 124), rebellion against parents (n = 115), and - 
escape irom: school conditions (n = 87). In many cases after the ~ 
boys returned home, the parents tried te improve relationships 


with the boys: . ee 
Weinreb, J., and Comts R. Impulsivity in adolescents and its 


therapeutic management. Archives of General. Psychiatry, 
1960, 2,. 548-558. a = — 
Psychiatrists Weinreb and Counts present two case studies’ -~ 

of therapy with runaway youths--a 12-year-old female and a‘ 16-: 

vear-cld male. Noting that it is difficult to actiieve progress 

in therapy with impulsive, acting-owt adolescents, they_recammend.__ 

that the best way to handle then is by early direct interpretation” ~ 

of deep conflictual issues followed! by constant strength and help. 

89 : ; . | 

Wylie; Dorothy C., and Weinreb, Joseph. The treatment of a 


runaway adolescent girl-through treatment of, the mother, 
American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 1958, z8, 188-195. 


: the authors, associated with the Worcester Youth Guidance | 
Clinic, present a case study of short-term therapy witha 15-9 =. 
year-old girl. Since the girls probisiis was largely die to. . 
her mother's guilt feciings, jealousy and non-acceptance of : 

the daughter's growing-up,. successful treatment of the girl - 


involved treating the mother/as well. + ee , ee Tain 8, 


PROFESSIONAL JOURNALS {NON-TENGLISH) 
90° . a 
Berachyahu, M. B'rinat y'ladim. (Runaway of children 
"from home and educational institutions.) Hahinuh, 


1952/53, 25, 438-441. 
| 
7 "Children escape from their homes because of 
“i atavistic nomadism drive. Assisting factors are: 
guilt feelings, feetlemindedness. Escening increases 
-cin the adolescence period. Some educational sugges- 


, tions are given." (H. Ormian) (Psychological Abstracts, 


1955 7.29% NOs S85.) 


ge ® Bp ay : 
? Berger, I., and Schmidt, R. M. Kinderpsychiatrische und 

psychologische Untersuchungsergebnisse bei Spontan- 
- und Reaktivfortlaeufern. (Results of child psychia-~ 
. tric and psychological investigations of :spontaneous 


and reactive runaways.) Prax. Kinderpsychol. 
. -  Kinderpsychiat., 1958, 7, 296-210. ; - 


"10 boys and 2°-girls ranging in age between 8-5 and 
i4-6 years, who were ‘spontaneous runaways, and 20 boys 
and 4 girls between 7-10 and 14-7 years, who were 're- 

. active' runaways, were studied. The Personality dynamics 
of the conflicts causing the running away varied between 
the 2 groups: .spontaneous’ runaways had an inherent urge. 
for change of environment, -for flight, and for. motor 
activity; in reactive runaways the conflict inherent in | 
the family situation; the child's rejection of the parents 
and his need to be considered an adult, as well as his 
rejection of the school situation, figured prominently. 

in the personality picture." (E.° Schwerin) 


, {Psychological Abstracts, 1959, 33, No. 10482.) 


22 , ’ 
Bergeron, M. Fugues et vagabondages juveniles. (Juvenile 
running away and vagrancy.) Bull. G..Etud. Psychol., 
Univ. Paris, 1952, 6, 399-310. —- -_ ‘ 


8 


"A distinction is made between the runaway and the 
vagrant. It has been proven that juvenile runaways and 
vagrants are at the same time the most abandoned and the 
most curable of misadapied youth. Therefore it is 
necessary to help and guide them in order to make their 
social-readaptation possible: Public Opinion must be _ 

| : 97 87° “a5 
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soa typological Tae! 
- Most of the run- x 
ered some brain damage 
rtman) - 
, No. 27 22%) 


a3 ae - 2 

a is Gr Kinder und die Poriomanie. 
Atunc. (The running away of 
a diagnostic consideration. ) 


a ES ee Leip2 ce Ao? 6, 139- 


lL cxamples, the 'psychologivally-under- 
‘Ss’ OF running away in children and adoles- 
ntiated. These syndromes are separated 
te cen psychopathic or neuropathic basis. 
hir to the cvoileptoid, forms-iand various 
asiects of the differential diagnosis are considered. 


{C. UP. Bower) (Psychological Abstracts, 1955, 29%, No. 
27 1.) 


erichte sjugendlicher Ausreisser. 
ower eeaeee of themselves.) 
4, 4, 275-280. . 


ty of runaways are healthy normal youths 
romantic longinas of adolescense stimu- 
j and, movies, or by the need to free them- 
confliet situation arisihg in che family or 
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"2 cases of 12- to l€é-year-old Sirle.. 
sive runaways are reported! In all 3 cases 
episode of running away Seeutred after onset of 


menarche, and whenever menstruation thereafter 4: 

eccur. No external precipitating causes for running away 

could be ascertained, but all 3 girls had previously ex- 

rnerienced brief periods of ‘autochthcnoud' SLSR CH EEGs: 
1 at the 


A: close relationship between bislogi 
time menstruation is due and cf ‘au 
7 
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S-seems to exist. Endrocrine 
ies were ruled out in all 3 cas 
yehclogical Abstracts, 1959, 33, 
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Straube, W., and Fuhrmann, W. Ueber EEG-Befunde bei 


verhaltensgestoerten Kindern, unter bescnderer 


Beruecksichtigung Gar Fugue (Cn EEG findings in 
children with abnormal behavier. with special 
considerations of fugues.) Nervenarzt, 1958, 29, 
209-213. _— 


- “The authors examined 61 patients, ace 8-16, who had 
a we of running’ away from home. Th ie@y used clinical 
bservation, EEG and a battery of psychological tests. 

They Classified 16 as. 'neurotic,' 18 as "dysphoric-emo- 
tionally unstable,' the rest comprised ee 


tion,” “'asthenics,,' "hyperthymics," and ‘sociopaths;' 
Only 2 'pathological EEGs' were found in fe’ neurotic, 
sociopathic, and asthenic groups, wnereas. a high? percen-_ 
rage of abnormal EEGs were found in the other ores whieh 
29 ve 
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GOVE RNMENT DOCUMENTS , MISCELLANEOUS REPORTS AND PAPERS 


Qe 
- WV 2 
Sever, Margaret, Holt, Susan, A.; Reid, Thomas A., and 
Quinlan, Donald M. Runaway Youths: Families in 
ee ee 


Conflict. Paper presented at the meeting of the © 
Sastern Psychological Association, Washington, 
D.C., May 4 1973. 


The authors~-Beyer and Quinlan of Yale University ' 
and Holt and Reid of the Hamden Mental Health Service 
(HMHS } --preserit the findings of'a study of 13 runaways 
and 15 parents in 16 families seen at the HMHS, a child 
and family counseling agency in Southern Connecticut. 
In,this study the runaway was defined as a youth reported 


. by; parents’ as a missing child to the police cr the HMHS. 


The ages of the youth ranged from 12 to 18 years with a 
median age of 15 years. There were nine females. and six 
males. ‘Examination of parent and youth interviews and 
questionnaries revealed that parents and youth agreed 

on the’ importance of the following issues in causing 
conflict: hours of: returning hone, number of nights 
allowed out, varental remarriage, attendance at and 

grades in school Ten cf the families (63%) had experi-~ 
enced parertal. death, separation or divorce. The authors" 
conclude that "there is a strong: suggestion that running 
away 1S one of the symptoms of unstable and. conflict- 
jaden family situations" (p.8).. For many youth the run- 
away act was impulsive and- ‘unplanned, . following’ a phase of 
depression. Youth's objectives in running away can be 
classified into three categories: (1) escaping, (2) exper 
encing excitement and independence, and {3) producing 
change at home. (See also 120), 


Brennan, Tim, Blanchard, Fletchér, Huizinga, Dave, and 
Elliott, Delbert. Final Report: |The Incidence and 
Nature of Runaway Behavior. (Report prepared for 


the Office of Assistant Secretary for Planning and 
‘Evaluation, Department of Health, Education and 
Welfare.) | Bouldér,: Colorado: ' Behavioral Research 
and Evaluation ROE pOnatsony 1975, 


This report spesenes the £indings cf a pilot study 
conducted by a group of researchérs ‘in Boulder to deter- 
mine the feasibility,’ of estimating the incidence of runnin 


-away from home. . The probability Sample of households 


screened for the existence of runaway youth, ages 10 aT 
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“haerarchioil cluster analysis apolied to the be- 
hile Le ETE od way enisodes of 165 run- 
amrle and 139-from the 
five-part classifica- 
Borer 4g Tain : The five types are as 
iPad hae 3 eontaneous unplanned episodes, Type 2 - 
y abe isodes, Typ@ 3 - Temp Orary "good 


m ~ Difficult long term escapist 
i , 2S Témoorary escapist episodes. 
ae : “chological or etiological typo- 
ae Gelineated for the 165 runaways 
bene apolied to 37 different explana- 


ae Fr aie ee. 1 omains (family, school, veers, 
PP Pa Ve POG eee eo are as follows: 


Lower delinguehcy runaways: 


1 = Young runaways from stressfiil families. 
2 - Middie class "lonets:" A “running to" 
model. 3 
— 3 - Autonomous “older" runaways 


Oy iy ohare runaways: 


ig ks Lower social ean hig ‘family and 
Lees and 
snt peers. 


‘ ‘hiss B = Doliniuent ¢giris with highly stressful 
, ome and sthool situations and strong 
peer pressure toward delinquency. 


£02, 
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to collect detailed information about runaway epL 
aways and their families. This latter would be Gere Ss ecese 


udies in 


fully accomplished by conducting several smaller st 
(See also 100) 


“several carefully chosen localities" (p.211} 


i 


100 ; 
ea Seen iy ety Brewingtoy, Susan, and Walker, mene: A Seaiay 
ae of Issues Relating to Runaway Behavior. (Peport wre 
: a a for the Office of Youth Develop:ment, Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare.) Boulder Colorsan: 


Beh aviorai-Researdh and Evaluation Corporat Son, 1974 


= 


i : a . . : i . ; 
Part I of this report sut Bee te the Office of Youth 
Development includes a.review of sdme.of the social, psycho- 
> 4 Pan 
logical and correctional literature regarting the problem 
‘ of runaway youth in ieee ear to a partial ann otated biblio- 


graphy of runaway sources. art II presents the, fintitaas 
regarding runaway youth. and neat characteristics from the 
analyses of four different data sets: two sets of data 


collected by BREC for the national evaluation of the Youth 
Service Systems, data collected by BREC for a study of drug 
use in the Denver area, and information from a runaway sheltez 
the Freeway Station in Lincoln, Nebraska. 

A sophisticated typological analysis, based on Ward's 
hierarchical grouping methods, of -a sample of 132 self-re- 
‘ported runaways and about 400 non-runaways in Denver’ in 1973. 
revealed the following runaway types: (1) minority males (A) 
violent delinquents, multiple runaway demographic variables;. 
(2) middle class females: not alienated, gowd self-concept, 

‘occasional runaway; (3) minority males (B): ‘extreme negative 


103 
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access, hiahiy délizgquent, multisie 
inavways: similar in many wavs to 
iow self-concect and alienated; (5) 
high levels of alienation, negative 
cess, celinguency. Lach type of runa- 
es ere subsecuently analyzed according 
variables: broken homes, parents working 
we sie 2 elationships to adults and-parents, church- 
“ 30 e jor, ethnicity, age, sex, social needs and problems 
ard n in further validation of the typology, stepwise 
GT mi te analyses were performed (1) to clarify the 
se i0n Of types, and (2) to indicate the relative power 
of the ckassificatory variables. The prediction of three 
levels of tonaway sehavior~-never, One-time, and repeater-- 
1S resented in a further section of the report. These an-. 
a'yses showed that (1) the more Gelinquent a youth is, the ° 
more he/she tends to run away, (2) estrangement from the 
educational institutions differentiates between runaways and 
non-runaways, and (3) the parental rejection scale is the most 
powerful discriminater. (See also 99) 


or, Dodie, Ragnar, goe, and Treanor, Bill. Runaway House: 

* YoOuth-run service PrOJeCct. (Prepared for. the Center 

for Studies of Child and Family Mental Health, Division 

f Special Mental Health Programs, National Institute of 

tal Health). Washington, D.C. : U.S. Government . 

ting Ofrice, 1974. a e 


This nooklet- describes SAJA, Spécial ‘Approaches in Juvenile 
Assistance, a "“counter- culture collective" incorporated in 
November, 1969, in Washington, D. C., and its many established 
projects -- Runaway House, group foster homes, a free job 
finding co-op, summer employment. program, for neighborhood youth, 
and a free'high school. Runaway House is a temporary shelter and 
eo ees program. for youth under 18 who. have run from home, 

eform. schocl, mental hospitals, and other places. The philo- 
~~ s0phy behind Runaway House is that youth can make their own de- 
cisions about the futur2 if they have a supportive. atmosphere 
and appro Opriate advice: Since June of, i968 when Runaway House 
opened in the Dupont Cireie neighborhood of Washington, D. C., 
over 3000 runaways between ages 10 and 17 have stayed there: 

The youth have come from every Social class, religion, and sec: 

tion of the country. About 60% alone come from the Washington 

metropolitan area. In-addition to a detailed description of 
now Runaway House began, how it evoived, and-how it operates 

today, provisions for youth who stay at Runaway House and a, 

oce list of -bips for operating a runaway house are provided. 

(See also 31, 108) 
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Youth in 197 
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wnO were enbean, tee represent eRe 238 
throuch July of 1972. Resu 

personal interviews with each 
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ing ee same three year bene. or about 500,800 to 
750,000 runax “5S each vear. Sev fenty percent of the run- 
aways in the study stayed close to home at the home of a 
relative or close friend. The. study also describes the 
runaways according to other variables, such as contact 
with police on the run, involvement with other "delin- 
quent" or socially ‘non-accepted behaviors, sociocconomic: 
background, age, places where run to, and how lore cone 
on run. The authors point out that of ficial data on run- 
awayS, such as police records, are inaccurate and there- 
Fore inadéquate for public policy formulation. According 
to the 1972 survey and a similar 1967 survey, the propor- 
tion of youths running away has remained the samc; the 
absolute number was larger in t9?2_sinee there was 

larger youth population then. Oe 
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y 
the sampTe had run away From home wit : 
per ioe From oe 1972; Based cn this -sam-le 
De ee Gold & Reime that there were 
89 7000 Ho 2,3 the United States dur- 
t 
72" 


a 


rich, & research navehiacrist with the Center for 
es : i He : National In- 
unt. ¢f the 
as : Je) rarticular 
2'e . PS TAPES Sprieians gine et sa “§ with runaways and 
: be: i : 1). Runaway 
gton, D. C. is 


wie projects, 
7432 ASSistance (SAJA). 
aad a non-hierarchia- 
Lh bo meet needs of run~ 
to help SAGA staff further 
ee vide a support place 
unselling could learn 
at seminars evolved, "“coun- 
ee eae children, had to come: to 
t . an intelligible event in 
: ames ie whole family, net an obiectified and 
so lat iatpening, a crime or 4 catastrophe or an aberra- 
rar an ren eee O27 the 124 families seen by the seminar dur- 
f case studies. are presented to 


oo 
od 


ty of the seminar's activi- 
(AG more we get to knowthe 
earer it becomes that the physical 

is often only the outward and visible 
i 


/ nner withdrawal that has long been 
(See also 31, 101) , \ 
106 . * a 
inaritute for Scientifie Analysis. The Sick, the. Bad, } 
ana the Free: A Review of the Runaway Literature. 
(Paner prepared for the Social and Rehabilitative 
J Pervice, Department of Health, Edtwcation and wWel- ; 
fare.) San Francisco; SCLonti fie a Corpora~ 
tion, L974. 
“This roview of the literature presents “a broader 
understanding of the youth runaway phenomenon by address- 
Tne the vocabulary of motives attributed to ane act and i 
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Fe = | 
the social intervention strategies so derived" {1 7) 
for three perceptions of a runaway — sick, b-” 

The largest amount of literature on runawa‘ 
the-runaway youth as "sick" and focuses up: 

tional and casual factors underlying the r. 

Research in this tategory is mostly psychiatwic v2 
psychological and concentrates on motives arising out 


“of individual pathology, family pathology, ox both. 


aoe 


the’ runaway as "bad", Criminally deviant, delinquent 


_Or sociopathic. Reseerch within this delinquent or 


Sociopathic model is mostly done -by psychologists, 


criminologists or sociologists on samples of. incarce- 


rated or ‘adjudicated' delinquents. The medical model 


eres treatment or rehabilitation. which views the individ- 


‘identities until they reach the age of majority. 


| 


“them with’ short term housing in group homes or-in.other’ 


ual as needing adjustment or resocialization is stress-_ 
ed'in the. literature which present$ runaways as "Sick" — 
and/or "bad". From both perspectives, the treatment of 
runaways recommended is usually individual, group or - 
family counseling. Finally, there is ‘little literature 


‘ which -pérceives runaways as "free": youth who are moti- 
“vated by socio-cultural forces to express their. in- 
dependence and self-determination. Many of these youth 

_jive independently of their parents under newly assumed _ 


110 


National Youth Alternatives Project. National Directory 


of ‘Runaway Centers. .Washington: National Youth 
' Alternatives Project, 1974. 


This booklet. prepared by the National youth Alter- 
natives’ Project gives an overview-of all runaway cen+ 
ters in the United States at the date of publication. 
A.runaway. center is a place that accepts runaway youths. 
on a voluntary self-referral basis in order to provide’. 


residential facilities in the community. Operating on 
the assumption that runaways want to work on their, prob- 
lems, runaway centers provide youths with counseling ‘° 
and referral services to help them decide about their 
‘futures... The directory gives descriptions of 41 resi-.: 
dential and. 18 non-residential counseling services in’ 
the United States. In an introductory overview section 
various characteristics of the programs (including hous- 
ing, food, counseling, post~residential counseling, 


“The second largest body of literature describes 
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d 


post ees counseling, out-of-home. placements, 
non-residential counseling and services, medical 
services and legal services), staffing and administra- 
tion patterns, and funding issues relating to runaway 
centers are presented. In addition, one section summa- 
rizes characteristics of- runaways, their parents aid 
runaway center staff. The questionnaire used by the 
Survey is included at the -booklet's end. Oo 


ry 
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~Reimholz; -Mary.cThe throwaway chilarén. “Youth Reporter, 
\ December, 1973... (Reprinted from the. New York Times 


\Magazine). 


Neinholz describes the plicht of Manhattan's East 


Village\'!'ragtag kids" who often call themselves "throw- 


aways"-- "throwaways, disposable children tossed out ° 


mostly -unskilled and semi-liteérate, grew up in reform 


~ and mental.-institutions or in families and foster-homes 


; The major problems faced by the. fem 


that this type of*‘runaway child began to dominate the 
streets of the East Village about the time that "flower 
power" faded and most middle-class runaway -youth left. ; 


~““Hoawsingy 7 wHITe those” f£ the males included beatings, —.... 


run-ins with ripoff artists, and homosexual assault. 
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Saltonstall, Margaret B. Runaways and Street Children 
: in Massachusetts. Boston: Massachusetts Committee 


on Children and Youth, 1973. oe 


This study by the Massachusetts Committee on*Chil- 


dren and Youth describes the runaway phenomenon in the 


commonwealth of Massachusetts during July, 1972. a 


‘runaway is defined. as "a child under eighteen years of 
age who is absent from home for 24 hours or more without - 
‘Parental permissicn" (Oe, Bie. In. addition, runaways from — 
foster or group. homes and other institutions are in-. «- 


cluded in the report. Data collected from ‘117 private 
and public Massachusetts units revealed that in. 84 com- 


munities there were 428° reported runaways, of which 302 


(70.63) were females. ‘The largest number of runaways, 
225 (52.63), were ages 13 to 15 years. Only. 50 (11.78%) 


‘with ‘the trash"(p..7). Many of these children, who are.” 


where they were beaten, and neglected. “The. author: claims aan 


ales are rape.and ./... 


—_ 


“ 
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came from outside Massachusetts, while almost one-half | 

of the total population for July, 1972, remained in or 

close to their own community. Of:;these runaways, 41.5% 

lived with.-both natural parents, 25% with a single we 

. parent, afd 15% with neither natural parent. 

A family argument: was the lar ‘55.6%)- precipi- 
tating reason given for running YG ..| percent 
were institutional runaways. Of aways gone 
for one month or more (40 females at: - males) 30.2% 
needed a foster’ home and 33.4%, individual or family 
counseling. The Massachusetts resources available in 
1973 to runaways and street people - hot lines, emergen- 
cy shelter services, service centers, and medical ser- 

- vices - are briefly :described. In addition, three com- 
munity models of services to runaway youth. are describ- 
ed: (1) urban model ~ Boston, (2) suburban model - 
Arlington;*and (3) rural model -. Martha's ‘Vineyard. 
Recommendations ‘for future actions ‘include the follow- 
ing: (1) deal with runaways outside the courts, and a 
(2) provide more small group homes for youths.. 


113 : . 
Stierlin, Helm. Characteristics of Suburban Adoiescent 


_ Runaways.” “Paper in the United States Senate, Hear- ~~ 
ings on Runaway Youth before the Subcommittee to : 
Investigate Juvenile Delinquency of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 92nd Congress, lst session. 
pp. 171-181. January 13-14, 1972.— 


‘The aim of the study described in this article 
was to delineate a clinical typology of runaways that 
links individual characteristics to peer and ‘family 
relationships. ‘The Eypology derived has four cate- 
gories: uncontrollable "ne'er-do-wells", crisis run~ 

awayS,:- sweet "bad" girls, and lonely’ schizoid run- 
aways. .The author, a PhD-MD in the family studies 
section of the adult ‘psychiatry branch of: the National ° 
Institute of Mental Health, defines a runaway as "an 
adolescent who, before reaching age’ 17, has absénted oa 
himself from his parents' home without permission for : 
"at least one full night"(p 172). From the “under- 
achievers" study sample of 36 families (each with one .._ 
14- to 1@- year-old: “underachiever") who over a five’ 
year period had participated in family therapy through - 
_the adult pave neeee branch of IME, thirty runaway 


ee 


é 
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children (21 index’ “underachievers" and nine siblings) > 


were identified.. The twenty- one "underachievers" had 
more symptomatology of a delinquent naturé..(such as 
truancy, assaultive behavior, stealing, and drug/alcohol 
abuse) than’tne fifteen non~-runaway-“unachiévers", while 
the non-runuways had more. symptons ‘of a: ‘psychotic or 


neurotic nature (such as depression, withdrawal, hyper— 


activity, thought disorder, neuroti and psychosomatic 
Symptons). . (See also 82, 114 77: OF 
114 


Stierlin, Helm. On the s Uhlepeoy of Haidiescent Seansacoe.. 


Paper presented at the combined meetings of the 
American Society of Adolescence and Psychiatry, 
-and the American Psychiatric Association, Detroit, 
Michigan, May 6 = 10,1874. 


In this paper Stierlin;: acting chief of ° ‘ie Family 


Studies Section, Adult Psychiatry Branch of the National 
~~ Institute of Mental Health, outlines therapy and treat- 


ment strategies for various types of runaway youth and 


co CEE parents. Three types of family situations are 


hypothesized: . (1) Families with predominantly binding 


‘Forces have prevailing: centripetal forces and tend to 


produce‘ abortive and lonely schizoid runaways; (2) 


- Families with predominantly expelling force: have pre- — 


“ailing centrifugal forces. have neglectful and reject— 
:ul parents, and tend. toa f ::er casual runaways; (3) 
Families with a blend of b -ding and expelling factors 
exhibit a mixture ov cent» iugal and centripetal forces 
and treat the adolescent as a delegate of the parents 
which often results in crisis amie 


“Stierlin siigeskee which~ ‘treatment sttatedies. are 


-best- for the various runaways afd their families. For 

example, in the case of a ee becater runaway.,. controi and: 
resolution of the parents' shame. and guilt is a high 
“priority for therapy. In, the case of the casual runaway, - 


family therapy has no’chares; instead the creation of an 


‘instant shelter that has cpportunities for he develop~ 


ment of ce: ‘ing, non-eExrioit .cive relationshivs is recom- 
mended. Some general perspe tives necessary forthe 
treatment of all runaways include the need for multi- 
gone rational fairness and .mpathy, and the eee <<. 
a “third party". mediator. ,see also 82; 113, 115) 
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Stierlin, Helm, Levi, L. David, and Savard, Robert J. 
Centrifugal Versus Centripetal. Separation in 
Adolescence: Two Patterns and Some of Their Im- 
plications. “Paper in United States Senate, Eear= 


———_————ings:6n Runat'zy Youth before the Subcommittee to 


Investigate Juvenile Delinquency of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 92nd Congress, “lst Session. 
“Pp... 193-210. January 13-14,. 1972. 


Based on their experiences in t! vapy with thirteen 
families seen at the Families. Study Section of the Adult 


. Psychiatry Branch of the National Institute of Mental 7 
-Health, the authors describe two extreme modes of adoles- 
‘cent separation from the family of origin -- centripetal 
‘and centrifugal. In adolescenwe "oedipal conflicts" are 


reactivated and finally resol-ed. In centripetal separa 
tion, there is'a delayed separation: of the youth from the 
family since the family and ¢ovental ‘ies doninate over ™ 
those of outsiders. In contr st, in centrifugal separa-'. 


tion, the youth rushes to sep. ion from the family 

‘since his/her only sources of s.uiisfaction come from ovt- : 
side the uncohesive family. The ee: rifugal youths: ex- | 
hibit thrill or adverturé - ses-l31g >ehaviors, motoric 
expansiveness, a capacity to re.aty easily to peers, and 

an ability to find sex partners -ac'ly. Case studies of 


extreme patterns of separation can ead either to 
schizophrenic. Or to sociopathi~= °  -:lopments. (See also 
2, 113, 114) , 


/ 
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United States Senate, United © °°: Congress. Runaway 
Youth. Hearings ‘before t:,,. subcommittee to wiuvesti- 

° ss gate Juvenile Delinquency, the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 92nd Congress 1::! session. Legisla- 
tive hearings on S. 2829. °» Runaway Youth Act." 


January 13-14, 1972. 


These Senate hearings on . ": Jnaway Youth Act" 
(S.2829) present a variety of -iewrc ints towards runaways 


_ and. what policies are appropriate r 1arding them. Among 


- those testifying were runaways the: -lves,. Girectors of 
runaways facilities in several cit: :; (Bridge in San 
Diego, Huckleberry House..in San ~:ancisco, and Runaway————— 
House in Washington), court and ~ ce representatives, 
federal government representativ-. “rom the Department 
a 
14° 


*6° oe 


cirector of Traveler's Aid Society..Also kncluded with * 
the testimony are -a réport on the Bridge, a home for 


117 : 

United States Senate, United States Congress. The Run- 

-  - away Youth Act Report (Accompanies S...645).--Together 
With Additional Views. Report #93-191 (Calender ; 
No. 181). 93rd Congress, lst Sessién. June 4) 1974. 


_This report and additicnal views discuss the "Run-- 
away. Youth Aet"™ (S. 645) which was Originally introduced 
by Senators Bayh and Cook in the previous. congressional 
session as S. 2829. ° Runaways are defined. as "juveniles 
who have left’ homes without the specific permission of 
» their parents‘or guardians." Thé purposes of the pro- 
,» posed runaway act are (1) to strengthen interstate report. 
“ing and Services to parents,;-(2) to conduct research on 
the size of the runaway population, and (3) to establish, 
maintain and operate temporary housing and counseling ; 
services for runaway youth. The purposes of the shelters’ 
to be funded are (1) to divert youth from the traditional 
juvenile justice system and (2) to prevent juvenile delin= 
~~ quency.” For’ these services, the bill authorizes appro-— 2. 
; Priateness of $10 million for each of three years. The 
report states that there are approximately one million 
runaway youth each year, of which the average runaway is 
-,a fifteen year old, white, middle class female. The 
“report includes summary of the legislative ‘hearings in 
January, 1972, about the’ "Runaway Youth Act": The report 
' concludes with Senator. Hruska's remarks concerning his 
Opposition to the proposed act. Basically, he feels 
that there is no clearly-established need for the serv-- 
ices of the act and doubts the efifectiveness of runaway 
shelters to deter juvenile delinquency. 4 
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Bartollas, Clémens L. Runaways at the Training Insti- | 
tution, Central Ohio. (Doctoral Dissertation; 
Ohio State University, 1973). Dissertation Abstracts 
3 ‘International, 1973, 34, 2789A. ‘University Micro- 
! films-No. 73-26,769) - 
I. ' "The purpose of this stucy was to examine the problem 


of the runaway. student at the Training Institution, Central 
! Ohio. Investigation of institutional records revealed 145. 
oo successful runaway events involving 125 different boys.<:in 
; the period January’ 1970 through Octo>cer 1972. In addition 
to the successful escapes, there were 39 other students who 
attempted to escape during the same period....In this 
study, there were eleven variables which statistically 
differentiated runaways from non-runaways. Runaways were 
°° predominantly, white. had a previous history of drugs and 
', alcohol abuse in the community, were not assigned 'R' and 
“E' suffixes at the intake center, had a runaway pattern 
at previous Ohio Youth Commission facilities, had spent. .— 
more-time at other OYC institutions, had been given fewer 
-home visits at TICO, iad more incidents of homosexual 
' behavior ‘at TICO, had completed less years’ in school at 
‘TI€Q, had poorer grades in school at TICO, and had more 
~~"=s ‘ urfsatisfactory’~completion-of-paroi =-foltowing -TICov 


_ The.Jesness Inventory which-was used to differentiate 
' personality’ differences between runways and non-runaways 
failed to identify any significant perscnality characteris- 
tics unique to runaways...The central thesis of the disser- 
tation was that a boy becomes a runaway when he .is».faced 
_ with an unmanageable problem which he feels is urishareable.. 
The interviews with 40. students, 20 runaways and 20 compari- 
son boys, revealed that this thesis could be documented 
with nearly every subject. In addition, the interviews 
indicated that there were four types of runaways: white 
students who ran on impulse, black Students who ran on’ 
impulse,-white students. who planned their escape, and 
black students who planned their escape.,...Another major 
‘finding’was that neither personality nor institutional 
variables aione wer= as decisive in..escapes as the inter- 
action between them.” "3 72 i 


} 
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Bassis, Edward M. Characteristics of adolescent runaways 
in a community residential treatment center. 

(Doctoral Dissertation, United States International 


University, 1973). Dissertation Abstracts Inter- 
national, 1973, 33, 5505-55068. (University Micro- 


' films No. 73-11, 433) 


“Phe wrab Lor of ‘3S study was to determine the 
steristics sf ade scents who are runaways and to. 
inv stigate anid describe these characteristics along 


_dimensions such as age, sex, family makeup, drug use iy 
natterns, personality characteristics, social adjustment,” 
Personal adjustment, salues, and perpose in life." The 

“Gata was collected from a drug use questionnaire and 
four standardized instruments--Minz=ssota Multiphasic 
Pers mality Inventcry, California Test of Personality, — 
Ally ort-Vernon-Lindzey Study of Values, and. Purpose in’ 
Life Test. |The sample studied included 40 runaways and 

matched control croup (n = 23) wks had never run away 


Suruments, and batween runaway drus abusers and runaway 
dzug users on only 5-scales. From the kesuits Bassis 
concluded that (2) sunaways' personality and sociul 
Characteristics =s a group differed f=om: nen-runaways, 
(2) runaways' test profiles were similar to those of 
juvenile delinquents,  (3).-runaways -showed-more-drug“use-""-" 
than non-runaways, and (4) counselinc that involves a 
Short term separation of youth from their family and 
includes the family in the counseling process can be 
effective in helping runaways and their families with 
"+ ‘oroblems. . _ 


Beyer, Margaret. The psychosocial problems of sadolescent 

runaways. (Doctoral Dissertation,:- Yale University, 
1974). Dissertation Abstracts international, 1974, 

35, 2420-24218. (University Microfilms No. 74-25, 


In this study 32 adolescents, 14 males and 18 females 
who ha. runaway from home, were compared to their.18 male 
‘anc 14 female non~runawa: natural siblings... The sample 
was lczated through polics missing person records in a. 
Suburksn town end mental jealth outpatient records in a 

larger metropolitan area. Tn general, the runaways had 


ie 
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not .prepared for running away.. The median number of 
nights away from home was four;: 413 of the youth «pent 
ali of their time away in the town where th: : d. 
Measures administered to the adolescent pair: 99 the 
wit: Peek Depression Inventory, Coopersmith 

cL-@Si lhuventory, Life Events Scale, Jackson Im- : 
pulsivity Scale, Matching Familiar Figures Test, Parent 
Sehavior Inventory, Dot Completion, Duratic Inventory, 
Time EstimeziOn and Production, Interview, end WISC 
Informatic=: Subtest. 


The < Slescent runaways in the study were signifi- 
cantly dif: -rent than their siblings on a number of di- 
mansions: ‘(a) the runaways were more depressed, had 


lower self- :steem fespecia. ly on home and schoul dimen- 


-Sions) anc -:eported more life events, which had been 


linked to = :nlt depression and psychiatric hospitaliza-+ 
tion; (b) wiile more impulsive on a self-report measure; 
the runawé: 5s were as refiective as their Siblings on psy- 
chomotor: £ sks;-and-‘c) the runaways' » relationships with 
both: pes were more conflicted, and they felt more 
rejection and hostile control from parents--particularly 
fathers." In. additicn, runaway youth tend to be scape- 
goated, tc have greater dissatisfaction with their school 
work, and to experience greater conflict in homes with 

a mother and stepfather than in “Other families. The 
study suggests that it is the interactisn and combination 


~ uf interpers onal;—fami ly and school” factors which preci- 


pitate a youth's running away. from home. (See also 98) 
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English, Clifford J... On the streets: “A. participant 
observational study of an adolescent subeulture. 
(Dectoral:Dissertation, University of Michigan, 


1972). Dissertation Abstracts International, a 
1973, 33, 5965A. (University Microfilms No Oo. 73- 
hy 398) © ERAS ie ae a be 


"Tr céftain gedgraphical areas, thé numbers of 
runaways congreygating has reached: such propor sions. 


that the: ccmprise what. the researcher has termed ‘an 


adolescert street Stbculture. ' This study concentrates 
on ‘adole: cents between the ages ‘of 2: and 17 wna Rave 


adopted =nis particular: life styles y | ‘ataiwas collected 


° a. e 
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primarily through participant obse:iva .on, supplemented 
with extensive interviews. ...Observations were carried 
out over a year's period of time, in which the researcher 
explored the content of the subculture, concentrating on 
the shared value system among participants commonly held 
goals and attitudes toward the 'straight world. Tt is 
hypothesized that-their illegal status combined with 
similar attitudes and values forms the basis of the sub- 
culture....While the . primary purpose of the study is 
exploratory, it also is an attempt to clarify the run- 
away problem, particularly in terms of how’ participants 
define it. Thus, a classification-system of runaways is 
presented which demonstrate s that there’ are different 


“types Of runaways. An analysis is preséntéd ofan atter=~ ~-- 
native: institution which attempted to cope with the problems 
these adolescents encountered." «(See also 26) 
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Suddick, Ddvid E.° Female juvenile runaways from home. 
a2 (Doctoral: Dissertation,, Colorado State "College, 
1969). Dissertation Abstracts International, L970; 
“30% SOEs ‘4162Aa. (On versety Microfilms. No. 70- 7170) 
“The nurpose of this study was ke investiagte. ‘the 
characteristics of. female juvenile runaways from cases — 
heard by. the Juvenile Court of the City: and County of me 
Mest 5 Denver,: Colcrddo, in"1966,1967, and 1968., The results of 


on or regresston analyses” using five’ ‘basic ‘Variables-~age, 

cultural group, school- -work, number of past referrals to 
court; “and. family income-revealed that there were no 
differences” ‘between runaways and non- runaways for any of 

_the three yéars anda. showed some differences between the 
runaways from year to year. The number of past referrals 
differentiated between the 19-66 | and 1967 female runaways 
and between the 1967 and 1968 female runaways, while the 
number of past referrals and.school-work Gi fferentiated 

. between -the 1966 and 1968 runaways. ‘Prom ‘the findinces 


of this study, “it is recommended tha runaways~be_{ con- 
sidered from two viewpoints: first, group charactertstics | 
and secondly, perceptions of runaways." (See also 23) oe 
ax Q. 
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wes are 
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138 | : i 


‘Tunley, R.- -If you're: thinking of running away. “ Seventeen, |. 
February 1968, p-138. , 
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*This is not a comprehensive dist but rather a representative 
list of popular magazine articles Printed in the late 1960's 
and early 1970's. : ° 
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